
 

 
Citizen Information 

If you wish to speak at the City Council meeting, please fill out a sign-up card and present it to the City Clerk.  
 
Persons with disabilities planning to attend the meeting who need sign language interpretation, assisted listening systems, Braille, 
taped material, or special transportation, should contact the City Manager’s Office at 303 335-4533. A forty-eight-hour notice is 
requested. 

 
City of Louisville 

City Council     749 Main Street     Louisville CO 80027 

303.335.4533 (phone)     303.335.4550 (fax)     www.louisvilleco.gov 

 

 

City Council 

Agenda 

Tuesday, May 3, 2016 
City Hall, Council Chambers 

749 Main Street 

Note: The time frames assigned to agenda items are estimates 
for guidance only. Agenda items may be heard earlier or later 

than the listed time slot. 

6:00 pm 
SPECIAL MEETING – EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

 
2. EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION AND DISPOSITION 
(Louisville Charter, Section 5-2(c) – Authorized Topics – Consideration of real 
property acquisitions and dispositions, only as to appraisals and other value 
estimates and strategy, and C.R.S. 24-6-402(4)(a)) 
 

City Manager is Requesting the City Council Convene an 
Executive Session for the Purpose of Consideration of Potential 
Real Property Acquisition and Disposition Concerning Property 
in Louisville 
 
PENDING LITIGATION 
(Louisville Charter, Section 5-2(d) – Authorized Topics – Consultation with an 
attorney representing the City with respect to pending litigation, and C.R.S. 24-6-
402(4)(b)) 
 

City Manager and City Attorney are Requesting the City Council 
Convene an Executive Session for the Purpose of Consultation 
with Respect to Pending Litigation 
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 Requests for Executive Session 

 City Clerk Statement 

 City Attorney Statement of Authority 

 City Council Action on Motions for Executive Session 

 Council Convenes Executive Session  

 Council Reconvene in Open Meeting 
 

3. REPORT – DISCUSSION/DIRECTION/ACTION – REAL PROPERTY 
ACQUISITION AND DISPOSITION and PENDING LITIGATION 

 
4. ADJOURN TO REGULAR MEETING 

 
 

Regular Meeting Agenda 

7:00 PM 

Note: The time frames assigned to agenda items are estimates 
for guidance only. Agenda items may be heard earlier or later 

than the listed time slot. 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
Council requests that public comments be limited to 3 minutes. When several people wish to speak on the same position on 
a given item, Council requests they select a spokesperson to state that position. 

5. CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items on the City Council Agenda are considered routine by the City Manager and shall be approved, adopted, 
accepted, etc., by motion of the City Council and roll call vote unless the Mayor or a City Council person specifically 
requests that such item be considered under “Regular Business.” In such an event the item shall be removed from the 
“Consent Agenda” and Council action taken separately on said item in the order appearing on the Agenda. Those items so 
approved under the heading “Consent Agenda” will appear in the Council Minutes in their proper order. 

A. Approval of Bills 
B. Approve Resolution No. 20, Series 2016 – A Resolution Extending the 

Recreation/Senior Center Expansion Task Force 
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C. Approve Resolution No. 21, Series 2016 – A Resolution Amending Resolution 
No. 4, Series 2014, A Resolution Establishing a Revolving Loan Program 
Within the Historic Preservation Fund to Encourage Landmark Designations 
and Rehabilitation of Historic Properties in the City of Louisville 

D. Approve Resolution No. 22, Series 2016 – A Resolution Approving an 
Intergovernmental Agreement Between Boulder County and the City of 
Louisville Concerning Boulder County’s Environmental Sustainability 
Matching Grant Program for a Residential Outdoor Irrigation Water 
Conservation Pilot Program and Business Sustainability Improvements 

E. Approve Resolution No. 23, Series 2016 – A Resolution Approving an 
Intergovernmental Agreement with the Colorado Department of 
Transportation to Delineate Construction and Maintenance Responsibilities 
for the US 36 Bikeway Constructed as part of the US 36 Managed Lane Bus 
Rapid Transit Project. 

F. Approve Contract Between the City of Louisville and Hatch Mott MacDonald 
for the Sid Copeland Water Treatment Plant High Zone Pump Station 
Improvement Design 

 
6. COUNCIL INFORMATIONAL COMMENTS ON PERTINENT ITEMS 

NOT ON THE AGENDA (Council general comments are scheduled at the end of the Agenda.) 

7. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

8. REGULAR BUSINESS 
A. OLDER AMERICANS MONTH PROCLAMATION 

 Staff Presentation 
 

B. ORDINANCE NO. 1718, SERIES 2016 – AN ORDINANCE 
AMENDING SECTIONS 5.10.140 AND 5.11.150 OF THE 
LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE TO EXPAND HOURS OF 
OPERATION FOR MEDICAL MARIJUANA CENTERS AND 
RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES – 2nd Reading – Public 
Hearing – Advertised Daily Camera 04/24/2016 
 Mayor Opens Public Hearing 

 Staff Presentation 

 Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each) 

 Council Questions & Comments 

 Additional Public Comments 

 Mayor Closes Public Hearing 

 Action 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7:15 – 7:30 pm 

7:30 – 8:00 pm  
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C. COAL CREEK STATION  
 

1. ORDINANCE NO. 1719, SERIES 2016 – AN 
ORDINANCE APPROVING THE VACATION OF 
CERTAIN STREETS, ALLEYS AND SIDEWALK, 
ACCESS, AND OTHER EASEMENTS WITHIN THE 
PLATS OF CALEDONIA PLACE, ROBERT DIGIACOMO 
ADDITION AND COAL CREEK STATION FILING NO. 2 
IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE – 1st Reading – Set 
Public Hearing 05/17/2016 
 City Attorney Introduction 

 Action 

 

2. RESOLUTION NO. 24, SERIES 2016 – A RESOLUTION 
APPROVING A FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT AND FINAL 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) FOR AN 
APPROXIMATE 11 ACRE PARCEL OF THE 
CALEDONIA PLACE AND COAL CREEK STATION 
SUBDIVISIONS INCLUDING 51 RESIDENTIAL UNITS 
AND 29,472 SQUARE FEET OF COMMERCIAL SPACE –
CONTINUE TO 05/17/2016 

9. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT 

10. COUNCIL COMMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, AND 
IDENTIFICATION OF FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

11. ADJOURNMENT 

8:00 – 8:15 pm 
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Cash Disbursement Edit List
City of Louisville04/14/16 09:39

ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 41688
Page 1 of 3
USER: DIANEK

Batch: 94402 Period: 04/14/16

Vendor/

Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

FOR BANK ACCOUNT: 4 FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF COLORAD Control Disbursement Account

1205-1 COLORADO DEPT OF REVENUE

1QSTX2016 1Q 2016 SALES TAX 03/31/16 04/30/16          343.00 

1QSTX2016 1Q 2016 SALES TAX 03/31/16 04/30/16        1,241.00        1,584.00  

5255-1 FAMILY SUPPORT REGISTRY

040816 EMPLOYEE GARNISHMENT PP#07 04/08/16 05/08/16          100.00          100.00  

14242-1 H2 DEVELOPMENT SERVICES LLC

1119 SOUTH ST UNDERPASS CONSTRUCTIO 03/16/16 04/15/16       13,152.75 

1119 SOUTH ST UNDERPASS CONSTRUCTIO 03/16/16 04/15/16          692.25       13,845.00  

14002-1 KANSAS PAYMENT CENTER

040816 EMPLOYEE GARNISHMENT PP#07 04/08/16 05/08/16          270.46          270.46  

13997-1 LAUREN TRICE

041216 TRAVEL RECON 4/2-4/5/16 04/12/16 05/12/16        1,132.33        1,132.33  

14246-1 MANAGER OF FINANCE

040816 EMPLOYEE GARNISHMENT PP#07 04/08/16 05/08/16            7.76            7.76  

14214-1 MICROAGE

600450477 WEBROOT SECURITY SUBSCRIPTION 02/15/16 03/16/16        2,992.50        2,992.50  

10 MARY ANN HEANEY


010116 COMMUNITY GARDENS 01/01/16 01/31/16          971.83          971.83  

10 ANTHONY DESANTIS


040616 COMPUTER LOAN 04/06/16 05/06/16        2,374.29        2,374.29  

11094-1 WESTERN DISPOSAL SERVICES

040116CITY MAR 16 CITY TRASH SERVICE 04/01/16 05/01/16        1,260.50 

040116CITY MAR 16 CITY TRASH SERVICE 04/01/16 05/01/16          286.50 

040116CITY MAR 16 CITY TRASH SERVICE 04/01/16 05/01/16          202.00 

040116CITY MAR 16 CITY TRASH SERVICE 04/01/16 05/01/16          317.00 

040116CITY MAR 16 CITY TRASH SERVICE 04/01/16 05/01/16          384.50        2,450.50  

   ------------    ------------

BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS       25,728.67       25,728.67 

   ------------    ------------

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS       25,728.67       25,728.67 
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Cash Disbursement Edit List
City of Louisville04/22/16 08:01

ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 42237
Page 1 of 2
USER: DIANEK

Batch: 94482 Period: 04/21/16

Vendor/

Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

FOR BANK ACCOUNT: 4 FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF COLORAD Control Disbursement Account

1115-1 COLONIAL INSURANCE

0401656 #9711888 APR 16 EMPLOYEE PREM 04/02/16 05/02/16          578.77          578.77  

13911-1 J & M DISPLAYS INC

033016 2016 FIREWORKS 03/30/16 04/29/16       10,750.00       10,750.00  

7 JENNIE BROCKMAN


031516 TRAVEL REIMBURSEMENT 03/15/16 04/14/16        1,434.91        1,434.91  

7 LISA COX 


031516A TRAVEL REIMBURSEMENT 03/15/16 04/14/16          431.43          431.43  

22 KRISTOPHER JAGGERS


033116 WORK BOOTS 03/31/16 04/30/16          150.00          150.00  

3875-1 XCEL ENERGY

495936197 MAR 16 STREET LIGHTS 04/01/16 05/01/16       38,964.93 

495936478 MAR 16 FLASHERS 04/01/16 05/01/16            5.74 

496290068 MAR 16 TRAFFIC LIGHTS 04/05/16 05/05/16        1,235.63 

497373555 MAR 16 GROUP ENERGY 04/12/16 05/12/16       22,065.90 

497373555 MAR 16 GROUP ENERGY 04/12/16 05/12/16        1,143.96 

497373555 MAR 16 GROUP ENERGY 04/12/16 05/12/16        6,033.18 

497373555 MAR 16 GROUP ENERGY 04/12/16 05/12/16       19,663.71 

497373555 MAR 16 GROUP ENERGY 04/12/16 05/12/16        4,241.47       93,354.52  

   ------------    ------------

BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS      106,699.63      106,699.63 

   ------------    ------------

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS      106,699.63      106,699.63 
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Cash Disbursement Edit List
City of Louisville04/27/16 14:01

ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 42655
Page 1 of 13
USER: DIANEK

Batch: 94538 Period: 05/03/16

Vendor/

Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

FOR BANK ACCOUNT: 4 FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF COLORAD Control Disbursement Account

13547-1 A G WASSENAAR INC

261765 GEOTECH SERVICES 03/31/16 04/30/16        2,265.50        2,265.50  

14121-1 ACUSHNET COMPANY

902208498 RESALE MERCHANDISE 03/29/16 04/28/16        2,347.07 

902257869 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/04/16 05/04/16           77.16 

902268402 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/05/16 05/05/16          591.22        3,015.45  

12890-1 ADAMSON POLICE PRODUCTS

INV199589 BALLISTIC HELMET FACE SHIELDS 12/30/15 01/29/16        2,550.00        2,550.00  

7552-1 ALERT/SAM

042516 2016 ALERT/SAM MEMBERSHIP 04/25/16 05/25/16           80.00           80.00  

1006-1 ALL CURRENT ELECTRIC INC

3359 UPGRADE LIGHTING CH 04/11/16 05/11/16        2,485.00 

3360 BUILDING INSPECTIONS 04/16/16 05/16/16        2,495.16        4,980.16  

9891-1 AMBIANCE

10219 APR 16 PLANT MAINT 04/10/16 05/10/16          195.00          195.00  

13976-1 ARTCRAFT SIGN COMPANY

3455 SIGN CORRECTION HBWTP 04/04/16 05/04/16          355.00          355.00  

14054-1 AVI SYSTEMS INC

88415724 CAMERA CONTROLLER REPAIR LIB 04/12/16 05/12/16        1,205.12        1,205.12  

14201-1 AXIOM STRATEGIES INC

7792 MAY 16 LEGISLATIVE SERVICES 04/19/16 05/19/16        3,012.60        3,012.60  

530-1 BARTKUS OIL CO

13355 CLARIFIER/CENTRIFUGE OIL WWTP 04/13/16 05/13/16          383.50          383.50  

14249-1 BLUE STAR POLICE SUPPLY LLC

1485 UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT 01/21/16 02/20/16        4,359.23 

1534 UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT WILLIAMS 01/21/16 02/20/16        1,930.70 

1536 BALLISTIC VEST KURTZ 03/24/16 04/23/16        1,000.00 

1537 BALLISTIC VEST MORRIS 03/24/16 04/23/16        1,000.00 

1538 BALLISTIC VEST CLARK 03/24/16 04/23/16          900.00 

1539 BALLISTIC VEST TRUJILLO 03/24/16 04/23/16          900.00 

1540 BALLISTIC VEST SEVERSON 03/24/16 04/23/16          750.00 

1541 BALLISTIC VEST MILLER 03/24/16 04/23/16          900.00 

1542 UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT ODENBACH 03/24/16 04/23/16        2,116.06 

1543 UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT MURPHY 03/24/16 04/23/16        2,625.27       16,481.26  

13621-1 BOLDER STAFFING INC

50261 HR ADMIN 04/07/16 05/07/16          432.90 

50310 HR ADMIN 04/14/16 05/14/16          621.60 

50368 HR ADMIN 04/21/16 05/21/16          777.00        1,831.50  

5492-1 BOULDER CONCERT BAND INC
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Cash Disbursement Edit List
City of Louisville04/27/16 14:01

ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 42655
Page 2 of 13
USER: DIANEK

Batch: 94538 Period: 05/03/16

Vendor/

Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

041216 JULY 4TH MUSIC DEPOSIT 04/12/16 05/12/16          450.00          450.00  

640-1 BOULDER COUNTY

12959 HHM CONSTRUCTION COST 03/21/16 04/20/16        2,196.00        2,196.00  

7706-1 BRANNAN SAND & GRAVEL CO LLC

160805 ASPHALT 04/01/16 05/01/16           41.00 

161127 ASPHALT 04/06/16 05/06/16           41.82 

161376 ASPHALT 04/12/16 05/12/16          266.61 

161508 ASPHALT 04/13/16 05/13/16          196.46 

161548 ASPHALT 04/14/16 05/14/16          267.45          813.34  

13344-1 BROWN HILL ENGINEERING & CONTROLS LLC

11195 SCADA SUPPORT WTP 04/08/16 05/08/16          670.50          670.50  

13733-1 CATHY BAHR TRANSLATION SERVICES INC

042616 SPANISH INTERPRETER 04/26/16 05/26/16          120.00          120.00  

14036-1 CENTER COPY BOULDER INC

43675 CCIC/NCIC CARDS PD 12/30/15 01/29/16          101.00 

44249 EVIDENCE LABELS 04/15/16 05/15/16           90.00 

44258 ABANDONED VEHICLE TAGS 04/06/16 05/06/16          253.90          444.90  

980-1 CENTURY CHEVROLET INC

45030010 PARTS UNIT 3509 04/19/16 05/19/16          323.08          323.08  

13964-1 CHANDLER ASSET MANAGEMENT

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16          284.37 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           26.81 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16            1.28 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16          125.85 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           27.62 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           20.46 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16            2.05 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           36.95 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16          234.46 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           83.26 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16          418.17 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16          256.60 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           52.81 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16            7.38 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16            6.87 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           29.07 

19946 MAR 16 INVESTMENT FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16           36.99        1,651.00  

14047-1 CITY OF NORTHGLENN

1026 LAB ANALYSIS FEES WTP 03/31/16 04/30/16          328.50          328.50  

13260-1 CLIFTON LARSON ALLEN LLP
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ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 42655
Page 3 of 13
USER: DIANEK

Batch: 94538 Period: 05/03/16

Vendor/

Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

1239820 MAR 16 UTILITY BILLING SERVICE 04/14/16 05/14/16        4,138.42 

1239820 MAR 16 UTILITY BILLING SERVICE 04/14/16 05/14/16        2,639.66 

1239820 MAR 16 UTILITY BILLING SERVICE 04/14/16 05/14/16          599.50 

1239820 MAR 16 UTILITY BILLING SERVICE 04/14/16 05/14/16          899.25        8,276.83  

1245-1 COLORADO MOSQUITO CONTROL INC

PI-A00000164 MAR 16 MOSQUITO CONTROL SERV 04/15/16 05/15/16        1,300.00 

PI-A00000164 MAR 16 MOSQUITO CONTROL SERV 04/15/16 05/15/16          247.50        1,547.50  

14166-1 CONCRETE EXPRESS INC

PP04033116 LAF/LSVL BOUNDARY DRAINAGE 03/29/16 04/28/16      199,885.49      199,885.49  

13970-1 CONCRETE WORKS OF COLORADO INC

PP1032816 CONCRETE REPLACEMENT 03/28/16 04/27/16      153,264.45      153,264.45  

1570-1 DANA KEPNER COMPANY INC

1422758-00 WATER HYDRANT 02/29/16 03/30/16        2,466.80 

1423092-00 METER PITS & ACCESSORIES 03/18/16 04/17/16        1,426.60 

1423323-00 METER SETTERS 03/17/16 04/16/16          623.80 

1423938-00 METER PITS & ACCESSORIES 03/31/16 04/30/16        1,658.20 

1424289-00 SADDLES & BALL CORPS 03/31/16 04/30/16        2,165.62        8,341.02  

13685-1 DEWBERRY ENGINEERS INC

1294166 WWTP CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT 04/12/16 05/12/16       47,218.00       47,218.00  

13929-1 DHE COMPUTER SYSTEMS LLC

94242 THINKCENTRE M900 WORKSTATIONS 04/14/16 05/14/16        1,812.00 

94242 THINKCENTRE M900 WORKSTATIONS 04/14/16 05/14/16        1,812.00 

94242 THINKCENTRE M900 WORKSTATIONS 04/14/16 05/14/16          604.00 

94242 THINKCENTRE M900 WORKSTATIONS 04/14/16 05/14/16        6,644.00       10,872.00  

13963-1 ENSCICON CORPORATION

90700 ENGINEERING SERV SULLIVAN 04/13/16 05/13/16          370.00 

90700A ENGINEERING SERV SULLIVAN 04/13/16 05/13/16          370.00 

90700B ENGINEERING SERV SULLIVAN 04/13/16 05/13/16          740.00 

90753 ENGINEERING SERV SULLIVAN 04/20/16 05/20/16          370.00 

90753A ENGINEERING SERV SULLIVAN 04/20/16 05/20/16          370.00 

90753B ENGINEERING SERV SULLIVAN 04/20/16 05/20/16          740.00        2,960.00  

11037-1 ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE ASSOCIATES

789505 LAB SAMPLES WWTP 04/05/16 05/05/16          751.60          751.60  

2070-1 FLOOD & PETERSON INSURANCE INC

62966 2016 CRIME POLICY 04/19/16 05/19/16        2,162.01 

62966 2016 CRIME POLICY 04/19/16 05/19/16          176.91 

62966 2016 CRIME POLICY 04/19/16 05/19/16           79.17 

62966 2016 CRIME POLICY 04/19/16 05/19/16          429.40 

62966 2016 CRIME POLICY 04/19/16 05/19/16          335.57 

62966 2016 CRIME POLICY 04/19/16 05/19/16           74.94        3,258.00  

9



Cash Disbursement Edit List
City of Louisville04/27/16 14:01

ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 42655
Page 4 of 13
USER: DIANEK
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Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

14070-1 FORENSIC TRUTH GROUP LLC

041516 PRE-EMPLOYMENT POLYGRAPH 04/15/16 05/15/16          140.00          140.00  

10623-1 FRONT RANGE LANDFILL INC

41291 LANDFILL FEES 04/15/16 05/15/16          291.54          291.54  

14187-1 FRUITREVIVAL LLC

22-6722 WELLNESS PROGRAM FRUIT BOXES 04/01/16 05/01/16          976.00          976.00  

14137-1 GEAR FOR SPORTS INC

41111534 RESALE MERCHANDISE 03/25/16 04/24/16          648.00 

41113340 RESALE MERCHANDISE 03/30/16 04/29/16          499.85 

41113785 RESALE MERCHANDISE 03/31/16 04/30/16          287.92 

41114706 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/01/16 05/01/16          218.50 

41115149 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/01/16 05/01/16          739.11 

41115152 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/01/16 05/01/16        1,119.10        3,512.48  

6847-1 GENERAL AIR SERVICE & SUPPLY

91835972-1 CYLINDER RENTAL SHOPS 03/31/16 04/30/16           64.13           64.13  

14147-1 GJMCMILLAN LLC

2016-11 PLANNING COVERAGE 03/01/16 03/31/16        1,380.00 

2016-14 PLANNING COVERAGE 04/04/16 05/04/16        1,437.50        2,817.50  

13069-1 GLACIER CONSTRUCTION CO INC

PP2042216 SCWTP CHLORINE CONTACT CHAMBER 04/22/16 05/22/16      120,456.92      120,456.92  

14248-1 GOLDEN RAILINGS INC

16-17145 VAULT HANDRAIL WTP 03/17/16 04/16/16        1,870.00        1,870.00  

246-1 GREEN MILL SPORTSMAN CLUB

108 RANGE USE 04/08/16 05/08/16          300.00          300.00  

14238-1 HAMILTON CONSTRUCTION CO

PP1032616 BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION 03/26/16 04/25/16        2,949.75        2,949.75  

2475-1 HILL PETROLEUM

0552719-IN UNLEADED/DIESEL FUEL GC 04/14/16 05/14/16          479.95 

0553263-IN UNLEADED/DIESEL FUEL 04/15/16 05/15/16        8,846.92 

512895C-IN FUEL TAX CORRECTION 03/01/16 03/31/16       16,179.37-

512895R-IN FUEL TAX CORRECTION 03/01/16 03/31/16       13,754.16 

525278C-IN FUEL TAX CORRECTION 03/01/16 03/31/16       12,919.23-

525278R-IN FUEL TAX CORRECTION 03/01/16 03/31/16       10,654.81        4,637.24  

2615-1 INGRAM LIBRARY SERVICES INC

91980924 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/19/16 03/20/16          241.70 

91992650 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/21/16 03/22/16           23.87 

92027739 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/23/16 03/24/16          129.57 

92044754 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/24/16 03/25/16          190.91 

92044755 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/24/16 03/25/16          127.19 

92064404 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/25/16 03/26/16           40.06 
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Cash Disbursement Edit List
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ap215_lv_pg.php/Job No: 42655
Page 5 of 13
USER: DIANEK

Batch: 94538 Period: 05/03/16

Vendor/

Remit#

Invoice

Number Description

Invoice

Date

Due

Date

Invoice

Amount

Check

Amount

92070331 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 02/26/16 03/27/16          219.55 

92116634 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/01/16 03/31/16          105.15 

92118862 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/01/16 03/31/16          678.24 

92159011 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/03/16 04/02/16          521.43 

92212940 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/08/16 04/07/16          273.50 

92248609 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/10/16 04/09/16          138.20 

92260123 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/11/16 04/10/16           60.94 

92286528 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/14/16 04/13/16           16.49 

92302089 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/15/16 04/14/16           47.73 

92304442 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/15/16 04/14/16          142.90 

92339921 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/17/16 04/16/16           29.15 

92339922 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/17/16 04/16/16           30.25 

92393733 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/22/16 04/21/16          515.84 

92407898 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/23/16 04/22/16           31.32 

92410582 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/23/16 04/22/16          212.71 

92410583 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/23/16 04/22/16           15.39 

92410584 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/23/16 04/22/16           14.30 

92410585 ADULT BOOKS (STATE GRANT) 03/23/16 04/22/16           30.37 

92430038 ADULT BOOKS (STATE GRANT) 03/24/16 04/23/16           10.11 

92436825 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/25/16 04/24/16            9.54 

92436826 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/25/16 04/24/16           15.39 

92436827 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/25/16 04/24/16           35.31 

92438432 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/25/16 04/24/16          132.52 

92484400 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/29/16 04/28/16          411.06 

92484401 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/29/16 04/28/16          152.13 

92484402 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/29/16 04/28/16           14.30 

92484403 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/29/16 04/28/16           77.08 

92498841 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/30/16 04/29/16           23.38 

92502088 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/30/16 04/29/16           42.28 

92513087 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/31/16 04/30/16           57.06 

92513088 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 03/31/16 04/30/16           15.95 

92513089 ADULT BOOKS (STATE GRANT) 03/31/16 04/30/16           68.93 

92513661 ADULT BOOKS (STATE GRANT) 03/31/16 04/30/16            7.17 

92531510 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 04/01/16 05/01/16            4.79 

92531511 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 04/01/16 05/01/16           46.68 

92554421 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 04/04/16 05/04/16           42.88 

92554422 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDIA 04/05/16 05/05/16           31.90        5,035.22  

13471-1 INTEGRATED CONTROL SYSTEMS INC

16-152 SUPPLY FAN VFD'S & CONTROLS 02/10/16 03/11/16        1,565.00 

16-401 WASH BAY CONTROLS CS 03/25/16 04/24/16        1,250.00        2,815.00  
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13511-1 ITRON INC

410120 ITRON ANNUAL SOFTWARE MAINT 04/11/16 05/11/16        3,067.52        3,067.52  

14239-1 JC GOLF ACCESSORIES

SI-119722 ASSORTED GOLF MERCHANDISE 01/07/16 02/06/16            8.69 

SI-120104 ASSORTED GOLF MERCHANDISE 02/08/16 03/09/16          258.93 

SI-120296 ASSORTED GOLF MERCHANDISE 02/17/17 03/19/17          679.15 

SI-120468 ASSORTED GOLF MERCHANDISE 02/25/16 03/26/16          542.21        1,488.98  

14254-1 JULIE K WILLIAMS

042616 940 MAIN ST STRUCTURE ASSESS 04/26/16 05/26/16        6,000.00        6,000.00  

14005-1 KAREN RITTER

041116 CRAFT GROUP SUPPLIES 04/11/16 05/11/16          166.11          166.11  

12861-1 KIRSTEN BEEMER

SSF00002 CONTRACTOR FEES TODDLING TWOS 04/23/16 05/23/16           28.00           28.00  

14097-1 L.A.W.S.

10618 INFRARED REAR CAMERAS 12/16/15 01/15/16        1,088.00        1,088.00  

13055-1 LANDMARK ENGINEERING LTD

45319 SURVEY UTILITIES 04/13/16 05/13/16        1,750.00 

45319 SURVEY UTILITIES 04/13/16 05/13/16        7,573.40 

45319 SURVEY UTILITIES 04/13/16 05/13/16        7,100.00 

45319 SURVEY UTILITIES 04/13/16 05/13/16        2,820.00       19,243.40  

13692-1 LIGHTNING MOBILE INC

67374 SWEEP LIBRARY PARKING GARAGE 03/01/16 03/31/16          320.00          320.00  

10541-1 LITTLE VALLEY WHOLESALE NURSERY

303764 ARBOR DAY TREES 04/22/16 05/22/16          654.00          654.00  

3070-1 LL JOHNSON DISTRIBUTING CO

1090466-00 CRUSHER FINES 03/10/16 04/09/16        3,479.00 

1090467-00 POLYSPUN FABRIC 03/10/16 04/09/16          432.60        3,911.60  

291-1 LODA ENTERPRISES INC

493862-1 RECEIPT PAPER 04/12/16 05/12/16          365.64          365.64  

8059-1 LOUISVILLE DOLPHINS SWIM TEAM

2016-APR CONTRACTOR FEES STROKE CLINIC 04/22/16 05/22/16        1,960.00 

2016-MAR CONTRACTOR FEES STROKE CLINIC 03/31/16 04/30/16        1,988.00        3,948.00  

1172-1 LYLE SIGNS INC

197413 STREET SIGNS 04/04/16 05/04/16          601.49          601.49  

11072-1 MERRICK AND COMPANY

149196 ELDORADO CONSTRUCTION MGMT 04/11/16 05/11/16       10,077.66       10,077.66  

14252-1 MIND OF A CHILD LLC

1002 CONTRACTOR FEES LITTLE MED SCH 04/20/16 05/20/16          205.80          205.80  

15 MARKEL HOMES


042016 SEWER/WATER TAP FEES P13-0088 04/20/16 05/20/16       24,140.00 
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042016 SEWER/WATER TAP FEES P13-0088 04/20/16 05/20/16        3,221.00       27,361.00  

15 KELLY ENTERPRISES LTD


042616 HPC FARMERS MARKET BOOTH 04/26/16 05/26/16           70.00           70.00  

5 ST ANTHONY HOSPITAL NORTH


4000352 SANE EVIDENCE COLLECTION 04/05/16 05/05/16          600.00          600.00  

10 RMSAWWA SLC


100 SUPERVISOR PROGRAM 04/14/16 05/14/16        1,699.00        1,699.00  

2046-1 MOUNTAIN STATES IMAGING LLC

12739 DOCUMENT SCANNING 2012-2013 02/25/16 03/26/16        1,831.50        1,831.50  

13942-1 MURRAY DAHL KUECHENMEISTER & RENAUD LLP

12943 URBAN RENEWAL LEGAL FEES 03/31/16 04/30/16        1,149.84        1,149.84  

11365-1 NATIONAL METER & AUTOMATION INC

S1069090.001 METERS & ACCESSORIES 02/24/16 03/25/16        1,669.61 

S1069090.002 METERS & ACCESSORIES 03/15/16 04/14/16        1,648.06        3,317.67  

7113-1 NEVE'S UNIFORMS INC

LN-332312 UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT MOLESKI 04/05/16 05/05/16          649.44          649.44  

13597-1 NORTH LINE GIS LLC

1326 ADDRESS VERIFICATION APP 04/07/16 05/07/16        1,540.00 

1327 ENERGOV DATA PREP 04/07/16 05/07/16        1,540.00        3,080.00  

6427-1 NORTHERN COLO WATER CONSERVANCY DIST

022216 WINDY GAP 5TH INTERIM AGREEMEN 03/22/16 04/21/16      431,597.00      431,597.00  

14144-1 PING INC

13226008 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/01/16 05/01/16          867.85 

13242060 RESALE MERCHANDISE 04/12/16 05/12/16          238.49        1,106.34  

13899-1 PIONEER HOME IMPROVEMENT

042016 PERMIT 15R-0280 CORRECTION 04/20/16 05/20/16          155.30 

042016 PERMIT 15R-0280 CORRECTION 04/20/16 05/20/16            4.88-

042016 PERMIT 15R-0280 CORRECTION 04/20/16 05/20/16            1.63-

042016 PERMIT 15R-0280 CORRECTION 04/20/16 05/20/16           39.00-          109.79  

5898-2 PIONEER  SAND COMPANY INC

T152000004259 PLANTERS MIX & FABRIC PINS 04/07/16 05/07/16          252.65 

T152000004348 A-TOP 04/08/16 05/08/16           90.17          342.82  

11329-1 POLYDYNE INC

1039960 CE-879 POLYMER 04/08/16 05/08/16        2,645.00        2,645.00  

9105-1 POSTMASTER

042516 NEWSLETTER MAILING 04/25/16 05/25/16        2,349.51        2,349.51  

14061-1 PRESTWICK GOLF GROUP

673383 GOLF COURSE EQUIPMENT 03/30/16 04/29/16        4,598.56 

673399 20 GAL INFINITY LID 03/31/16 04/30/16           75.62        4,674.18  

13464-1 RAINBOW BOOK COMPANY
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IG0012488 CHILDRENS BOOKS AND MEDIA 04/04/16 05/04/16           84.75 

IG0012557 CHILDRENS BOOKS AND MEDIA 04/05/16 05/05/16          557.54 

IG0012558 CHILDRENS BOOKS (STATE GRANT) 04/05/16 05/05/16          413.07 

IG0012559 CHILDRENS BOOKS (STATE GRANT) 04/13/16 05/13/16        2,023.14        3,078.50  

13668-1 RESOURCE BASED INTERNATIONAL

2016-13 JAN 16 WATER RIGHTS ADMIN 02/15/16 03/16/16        5,982.50 

2016-13A JAN 16 WATER MGMT PLAN 02/15/16 03/16/16        8,632.50 

2016-14 FEB 16 WATER RIGHTS ADMIN 03/21/16 04/20/16        7,510.00 

2016-14A FEB 16 WATER MGMT PLAN 03/21/16 04/20/16        9,445.00       31,570.00  

13419-1 ROADSAFE TRAFFIC SYSTEMS CORP

43491 ROAD SIGN THERMO 04/12/16 05/12/16          422.23          422.23  

14162-1 SCHICK PRINT

040116 RESALE SUNSCREEN 04/01/16 05/01/16          125.00          125.00  

13644-1 SCHULTZ INDUSTRIES INC

85800 PRUNING & SHRUB REMOVAL 03/31/16 04/30/16        2,440.68        2,440.68  

12843-1 SCL HEALTH SYSTEM

12986 NEW HIRE TESTING 04/05/16 05/05/16        1,225.80        1,225.80  

4230-1 SEACREST GROUP

316058.B BIOMONITORING TESTS WWTP 04/09/16 05/09/16        1,650.00        1,650.00  

5369-1 SGS ACCUTEST INC

D4-73893 LAB ANALYSIS FEES WTP 04/18/16 05/18/16           31.50           31.50  

14229-1 SPX FLOW US LLC

91791872 FLASH MIXERS SWTP 04/12/16 05/12/16       31,521.40       31,521.40  

13673-1 STERLING INFOSYSTEMS INC

485029 BACKGROUND CHECKS 03/31/16 04/30/16        1,237.65        1,237.65  

14091-1 SUPER-TECH FILTER

258012 HVAC FILTERS PC 04/15/16 05/15/16           17.46 

258013 HVAC FILTERS GC 04/15/16 05/15/16          131.49 

258018 HVAC BELTS RSC 04/15/16 05/15/16           24.51          173.46  

1201-1 SUPPLYWORKS

363963976 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES PC 04/11/16 05/11/16          240.25 

363963984 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES LIB 04/11/16 05/11/16          664.63 

363963992 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES RSC 04/11/16 05/11/16        2,499.71 

363964008 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES WWTP 04/11/16 05/11/16          292.67 

365080431 BREAK ROOM SUPPLIES CS 04/22/16 05/22/16          365.29        4,062.55  

14224-1 THE NOVAK CONSULTING GROUP

1029 PLANNING DIRECTOR RECRUITMENT 04/01/16 05/01/16        5,461.63 

971 PLANNING DIRECTOR RECRUITMENT 01/01/16 01/31/16        6,788.00       12,249.63  

12878-1 TIMBERLINE AQUATICS INC

473 COAL CREEK SAMPLING & ANALYSIS 03/29/16 04/28/16        1,294.85 
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474 COAL CREEK SAMPLING & ANALYSIS 03/29/16 04/28/16        1,397.80        2,692.65  

14065-1 TYLER TECHNOLOGIES INC

045-157269 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/06/16 05/06/16        7,384.88 

045-157269 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/06/16 05/06/16        1,582.48 

045-157269 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/06/16 05/06/16        1,582.47 

045-157379 TYLER SOFTWARE 03/31/16 04/30/16        3,283.00 

045-157379 TYLER SOFTWARE 03/31/16 04/30/16          703.50 

045-157379 TYLER SOFTWARE 03/31/16 04/30/16          703.50 

045-157811 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/14/16 05/14/16          446.25 

045-157811 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/14/16 05/14/16           95.62 

045-157811 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/14/16 05/14/16           95.63 

045-158027 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/20/16 05/20/16        3,990.02 

045-158027 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/20/16 05/20/16          855.01 

045-158027 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/20/16 05/20/16          855.00       21,577.36  

13426-1 UNIQUE MANAGEMENT SERVICES INC

425387 COLLECTION SERVICES 04/01/16 05/01/16          170.05          170.05  

13241-1 UNITED REPROGRAPHIC SUPPLY INC

IN84202 OCE PRINTER PAPER 04/19/16 05/19/16           85.25           85.25  

11087-1 UNITED SITE SERVICES

114-3912591 TOILET RENTAL HERITAGE PARK 04/12/16 05/12/16          195.60 

114-3912595 TOILET RENTAL LES 04/12/16 05/12/16          166.02 

114-3912599 TOILET RENTAL ENRIETTO FIELD 04/12/16 05/12/16          166.02 

114-3912601 TOILET RENTAL CLEO MUDROCK 04/12/16 05/12/16          195.60 

114-3920967 TOILET RENTAL CENTENNIAL PARK 04/13/16 05/13/16          193.60          916.84  

14237-1 USIC LOCATING SERVICES LLC

174729 POTHOLING 04/04/16 05/04/16       10,830.00 

174729 POTHOLING 04/04/16 05/04/16       10,830.00       21,660.00  

4880-1 VALUE LINE PUBLISHING INC

11212363 REFERENCE BOOKS 04/06/16 05/06/16          950.00          950.00  

13851-1 VELOCITY PLANT SERVICES LLC

132016-01 FLASH MIXER REPAIRS NWTP 04/04/16 05/04/16        3,825.30        3,825.30  

4380-1 VIA MOBILITY SERVICES

10666 2016 TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 04/18/16 05/18/16       36,680.00       36,680.00  

6210-1 W BRUCE JOSS

042616 APR 16 MUNICIPAL JUDGE SALARY 04/26/16 05/26/16        2,600.00        2,600.00  

14247-1 WEAVERS DIVE AND TRAVEL CENTER

114702 CONTRACTOR FEES DISCOVER SCUBA 04/24/16 05/24/16          210.00          210.00  

14253-1 WELLS, ANDERSON & RACE LLC

37841 ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING 02/29/16 03/30/16        3,942.26        3,942.26  

5115-1 WL CONTRACTORS INC
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27202 FEB 16 TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINT 03/18/16 04/17/16        4,900.85 

27202A TRAFFIC SIGNAL REPAIRS 03/18/16 04/17/16          650.00 

27235 TRAFFIC SIGNAL REPAIRS 03/28/16 04/29/16        7,837.78 

27235A JAN 16 TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINT 03/28/16 04/27/16        3,336.50 

27374 MAR 16 FIBER MAINTENANCE 04/19/16 05/19/16          100.00       16,825.13  

10884-1 WORD OF MOUTH CATERING INC

2016-07 SR MEAL PROGRAM 4/11-4/22/16 04/22/16 05/22/16        2,230.00        2,230.00  

13507-1 YATES LAW FIRM LLC

040416 MAR 16 WATER LEGAL FEES 04/04/16 05/04/16        4,115.50        4,115.50  

13555-1 YOUNG REMBRANDTS - NW DENVER & BOULDER

2816779 CONTRACTOR FEES DRAWING 04/18/16 05/18/16          179.90          179.90  

13790-1 ZAYO GROUP LLC

040116 APR 16 INTERNET SERVICE 04/01/16 05/01/16          870.20          870.20  

13558-1 ZIONS CREDIT CORP

636254 APR 16 SOLAR POWER EQUIP LEASE 04/13/16 05/13/16        1,767.62 

636254 APR 16 SOLAR POWER EQUIP LEASE 04/13/16 05/13/16          883.81        2,651.43  

   ------------    ------------

BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS    1,371,312.64    1,371,312.64 

   ------------    ------------

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS    1,371,312.64    1,371,312.64 

16



 
 
 
 
 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 5B 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 20, SERIES 2016 – AMENDING 
RESOLUTION NO. 61, SERIES 2015 TO REVISE THE SUNSET 
DATE FOR THE RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER AND 
AQUATICS CENTER EXPANSION TASK FORCE 

 
DATE:  MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: HEATHER BALSER, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
 
 
SUMMARY: 
Attached is a resolution to extend the sunset date for the Recreation/Senior Center 
Task and Aquatics Center Task Force from April 30, 2016 to July 19, 2016.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
N/A 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Approve Resolution No. 20, Series 2016 
 
ATTACHMENT(S):   

1) Resolution No. 20, Series 2016 
2) Resolution No. 61, Series 2015 
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Resolution No. 20, Series 2016 
Page 1 of 1 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 20 
SERIES 2016 

 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 61, SERIES 2015 TO REVISE THE 

SUNSET DATE FOR THE RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER AND AQUATICS 

CENTER EXPANSION TASK FORCE 

 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 61, Series 2015, and pursuant to City Charter Section 
10-2(f), the City Council established a Recreation/Senior Center Task force to provide advisory 
recommendations on the design of an expansion to the Recreation/Senior Center and possible 
aquatics expansion; and  

 
WHEREAS, such Resolution current provides that the Task Force shall conclude its 

work and present its recommendations to the City Council no later than April 2016, and that the 
Task Force shall sunset on April 30, 2016; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to revise such dates in Resolution No. 61, Series 

2015; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO:  

 

Section 1. Section 5 of Resolution No. 61, Series 2015, is hereby amended to strike 
“April 2016” and insert “July 19, 2016” in its place. 

 
Section 2. Section 6 of Resolution No. 61, Series 2015, is hereby amended to strike 

“April 30, 2016” and insert “July 19, 2016” in its place. 
 

Section 3. The amendments herein set forth shall be deemed effective April 30, 2016, 
and the continuation of the Task Force from and after such date, and all actions in relation 
thereof, are hereby ratified and confirmed. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 3rd day of May, 2016.  

 
 
       ______________________________ 
        Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 61 
SERIES 2015 

 
 

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER AND 
AQUATICS CENTER EXPANSION TASK FORCE TO PROVIDE ADVISORY 
RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE PROPOSED EXPANSION CONCEPTS AND 
PROCESSES 

 
WHEREAS, the City strives to be both effective and efficient with public 

outreach, public involvement and notification for city projects, general information and 
special events; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council and City staff wants, and encourages and requires 

citizen input on the design of a possible expansion to the Recreation/Senior Center and 
possible aquatics expansion; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Charter Section 10-2(f), the City Council desires to 

establish a Recreation/Senior Center Task force to provide advisory recommendations 
on the design of an expansion to the Recreation/Senior Center and possible aquatics 
expansion. 

 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 

 
1. There is hereby created a Recreation/Senior Center and Aquatics Center 

expansion Task Force. 
 

2. The goals of the Task Force shall be to: 
a. Work with staff and City officials to evaluate current facilities.  

 Evaluate facility capacity 

 Evaluate resident and non-resident use 
b. Assist and participate in hosting open houses and/or workshops to collect 

and evaluate data and obtain comments from the community. 
c. Compare and contrast what the City of Louisville facilities offer compared 

and relative to other neighboring communities or communities of similar 
size 

d. Create project goals 
e. Develop and evaluate alternatives 
f. Propose a facility design and program, consider all practical financing 

options, and consider a move forward towards a possible bond election in 
November 2016  
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Resolution No. 61, Series 2015 
Page 2 of 2 

 

3. The Task Force will consist of 9-11 members of the community recommended by 
the Mayor and appointed by the City Council with an interest in and knowledge of 
the topic, two of whom shall be members of the City Council. 
 

4. The Director of Parks and Recreation shall designate appropriate City staff to 
facilitate, assist and advise the Task Force as it works to achieve the goals 
specified above. 

 
5. The Task Force shall conclude its work and present its recommendations with a 

consultant to the City Council no later than April 2016. 
 

6. The Task Force shall sunset on April 30, 2016. 
 
 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 1st day of September, 2015. 
 
 
 
     By  ______________________________ 
      Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
      
 
 
Attest:_________________________ 

   Nancy Varra, City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 5C 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 21, SERIES 2016 - A RESOLUTION 
AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 4, SERIES 2014, A 
RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A REVOLVING LOAN 
PROGRAM WITHIN THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND TO 
ENCOURAGE LANDMARK DESIGNATIONS AND 
REHABILITATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES IN THE CITY OF 
LOUISVILLE 

 
DATE:  MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: LAUREN TRICE, AICP, PLANNER I 
 
SUMMARY: 
Planning Staff and HPC, along with the City’s Economic Development and Finance 
Departments, have been working to implement the Historic Preservation Fund Loan 
Program with Funding Partners LLC.  The HPF Loan Program was approved by City 
Council in Resolution No. 4, Series 2014.  Through the implementation process it 
became clear that a few minor changes needed to be made to Resolution No. 4, Series 
2014.   
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4, SERIES 2014 CHANGES 
The minor changes to Resolution No. 4, Series 2014 include: 

 Replacing the phrase “loan applications” with “loan requests”.  This is to clarify 
the process where “loan requests” will be brought to the Historic Preservation 
Commission and City Council but the full financial “loan application” will be 
reviewed by the loan administrator, Funding Partners LLC.  

 Increasing minimum loan amount from $500 to $2,500. The increase in the 
minimum amount is to ensure the effort of the applicant, City staff, and loan 
administrator is put towards a substantial project.   

 Clarifying the methods under which payment will be secured.  This is to expand 
the methods to include a promissory note and deed of trust or other similar 
instruments acceptable to the City.  

 Confirming HPF loans are available to both landmarked properties and properties 
with a conservation easement.  The change makes all properties eligible for the 
current HPF Grant Program also eligible for the HPF Loan Program. 

 
If Council adopts these changes the Historic Preservation Program will be able to offer 
loans, as well as grants, to designated properties.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
Amending Resolution 4, Series 2014 is intended to clarify the Historic Preservation 
Fund Loan Program and will not have a direct fiscal impact on the City. However, by 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 21, SERIES 2016 
 
DATE: MAY 3, 2016 PAGE 2 OF 2 

 
offering loans which would be repaid over time, the HPF Loan Program has the 
potential to extend Historic Preservation Fund resources and create additional 
opportunities for more investment in historic properties in Louisville.  
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION ACTION 
During the March 21st Historic Preservation Commission meeting, the HPC discussed 
the implementation of the HPF Loan Program and recommended approval of the 
amendments to Resolution No. 4, Series 2014.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends City Council approve Resolution No. 21, Series 2016, a resolution 
amending Resolution No. 4, Series 2014 a resolution establishing a revolving loan 
program within the Historic Preservation Fund to encourage landmark designations and 
rehabilitation of historic properties in the City of Louisville. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Resolution No. 21, Series 2016 
2. Resolution No. 4, Series 2014 
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RESOLUTION NO. 21 

SERIES 2016 

 

A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 4, SERIES 2014, A RESOLUTION 

ESTABLISHING A REVOLVING LOAN PROGRAM WITHIN THE HISTORIC 

PRESERVATION FUND TO ENCOURAGE LANDMARK DESIGNATIONS AND 

REHABILITATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE 

 

 WHEREAS, the City has previously adopted Resolution No. 4, Series 2014,  a resolution 
establishing a revolving loan program within the Historic Preservation Fund to encourage 
landmark designations and rehabilitation of historic properties in the City of Louisville; and  

 

WHEREAS, the Louisville Historic Preservation Commission has forwarded to the City 
Council recommended amendments to Resolution No. 4, Series 2014 as set forth herein in order 
to implement the City’s revolving loan program. 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 

 
Section 1.  Subsections a, b, c and j of Section 2 of Resolution No. 4, Series 2014 are 

hereby amended to read as follows (words added are underlined; words deleted are stricken 
through): 
 

Section 2.  Loans from the Revolving Loan Fund  

 
a. Loan requests applications shall be submitted to City staff and shall be 
reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission at a public meeting. The 
Commission shall provide its recommendation on the application before final 
action is taken by City Council. 
 
b. Loan requests applications may be submitted and considered in conjunction 
with grants from the Historic Preservation Fund, respecting the grant limitations 
established in City Council Resolution No. 2, Series 2012. The Historic 
Preservation Commission may recommend a mixture of loans and grants from the 
Historic Preservation Fund even if the applicant requested only one type of 
assistance, and also may recommend one type of assistance where a mixture is 
requested. City Council may also decide to approve any one or a mixture of loans 
and grants regardless of the number or types of assistance requested in the request 
application. 
 
c. Loans shall be in an amount of at least $2,500 $500. There is no specific loan 
limit established in this Resolution, but the Historic Preservation Commission and 
City Council shall consider the following in setting an amount: 

i. Current amount of funds in the Historic Preservation Fund and the needs 
of other projects; 
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ii. The necessity of the work to be performed for the preservation or 
rehabilitation of the structure and how the proposed work fits into the 
overall preservation plan for the structure; 
iii. The availability of other funding sources. 
 
. . . [Section 2 d. to stay the same].  

 
 

e. As provided by Section 3. b. ii of City Council Resolution No. 20, Series 2009: 
i. All loan payments shall return to the Historic Preservation Fund. 
ii. A loan agreement is required for all loans, with a guarantee by the borrower 

 and individual guarantees as the City in its discretion may require. 
iii. The loan agreement may include a provision for default and acceleration if the 

 completed work is not as contemplated by the conditions of the loan. 
iv. The loan agreement may further provide that if the work is not completed in 

 compliance with the conditions of the loan, the loan amount shall be due 
 forthwith, with interest. 

v. Payment under the loan agreement shall additionally be secured by  a 
promissory note and deed of trust or similar instruments acceptable to the City 
establishing a lien against the subject property.  
vi. Costs of collecting any loan shall be charged to the Historic Preservation Fund. 

 
. . .[Section 2 f. – i. to stay the same].  

 
 
j. Loan funds may be awarded only for projects to be completed on landmarked 
portions of a property or for projects for which a conservation easement will be 
granted over the site or structure (or portion thereof) of historical significance. 
 

 
[Remainder of Section 2 to stay the same]. 

 
   PASSED AND ADOPTED this ______ day of __________________, 2016. 
 
 
 
      ______________________________ 

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 4

SERIES 2014

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A REVOLVING LOAN PROGRAM
WITHIN THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND TO ENCOURAGE

LANDMARK DESIGNATIONS AND REHABILITATION OF HISTORIC
PROPERTIES IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE

WHEREAS, historic properties in the City of Louisville ( the "City")
are a major contributor to the character and quality of life of the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, pursuant to the City Charter,
established a Historic Preservation Commission to assist it in the

preservation and landmarking of these properties; and

WHEREAS, when properties are locally landmarked they are
preserved for future posterity and enjoyment and continue to contribute to
the unique character of the City; and

WHEREAS, at the November 4, 2008 election, the voters approved
Ballot Issue 2A to levy a one-eighth of one percent ( 1/ 8%) sales tax for

historic preservation purposes within Historic Old Town Louisville,

including a provision for low- interest loans to preserve and rehabilitate
eligible properties; and

WHEREAS, City Council by Ordinance No. 1544, Series 2008,
imposed the tax approved by the voters, established the Historic
Preservation Fund, and codified the financial incentives set forth within

Ballot Issue 2A that may be funded by revenues from the tax, including
low-interest loans to preserve and rehabilitate eligible properties; and

WHEREAS, the City Council by Resolutions No. 20, Series 2009,
No. 20, Series 2010, and No. 2, 2012, created provisions related to the
administration and uses of the Historic Preservation Fund; and

WHEREAS, revolving loan funds have been used effectively
nationwide for the preservation of historic structures and neighborhoods;
and

WHEREAS, the establishment of a revolving loan to encourage the
landmarking and rehabilitation of historic structures serves the public
purpose of increasing the quality, integrity and permanence of the City' s
stock of historic landmarks for the enjoyment and benefit of present and

future generations of citizens of the City by making available to the owners
of properties which are landmarked or subject to a conservation easement

Resolution No. 4, Series 2014

Page 1 of 5
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for historic preservation a source of funding for rehabilitation of such
structures; and

WHEREAS, the utility and life of the Historic Preservation Fund will
be extended by a revolving loan program;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL

OF THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO:

In furtherance of the purposes of Louisville Ballot Issue 2A

approved in 2008 and Ordinance No. 1544, Series 2008, the following
provisions shall be enacted:

Section 1.  Creation of a Revolving Loan Program
a.  There is hereby established within the Historic Preservation Fund a

revolving loan fund program, utilizing funds from the Historic
Preservation Fund as supplemented by private and public
donations and grants, interfund loans, and any other appropriate
sources of funds, all as from year-to-year appropriated for such

purposes.

b.  The historic preservation revolving loan program shall be used to
provide low- interest loans for the purposes of preservation,

restoration, rehabilitation and protection of properties which are

landmarked pursuant to Louisville Municipal Code Chapter 15. 36 or
subject to a conservation easement to preserve the character of

Historic Old Town Louisville.

c.  The City Manager is authorized to issue requests for proposals and
enter into contracts for entities to administer the loans from this

program.

d.  City staff and the Historic Preservation Commission shall develop
applications, informational brochures and other materials necessary
to develop and administer the revolving loan program.  The City
Manager is authorized to adopt written rules for the administration

of the loan program, the provisions of which shall be consistent with

Ballot Issue 2A and City ordinances and resolutions.

Section 2.  Loans from the Revolving Loan Fund

a.  Loan applications shall be submitted to City staff and shall be
reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission at a public
meeting.  The Commission shall provide its recommendation on

the application before final action is taken by City Council.
b.  Loan applications may be submitted and considered in conjunction

with grants from the Historic Preservation Fund, respecting the
grant limitations established in City Council Resolution No. 2,
Series 2012.  The Historic Preservation Commission may

Resolution No. 4, Series 2014
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recommend a mixture of loans and grants from the Historic

Preservation Fund even if the applicant requested only one type of
assistance, and also may recommend one type of assistance
where a mixture is requested.  City Council may also decide to
approve any one or a mixture of loans and grants regardless of the
number or types of assistance requested in the application.

c.  Loans shall be in an amount of at least $500.  There is no specific

loan limit established in this Resolution, but the Historic

Preservation Commission and City Council shall consider the
following in setting an amount:

i.  Current amount of funds in the Historic Preservation

Fund and the needs of other projects;

ii.  The necessity of the work to be performed for the
preservation or rehabilitation of the structure and how

the proposed work fits into the overall preservation

plan for the structure;

iii.  The availability of other funding sources.
d. Interest rates shall be equal to the Wall Street Journal Prime Rate

as reported on the date of city acceptance of a complete
application. The interest rate may be increased or decreased by
City Council at the time of initial approval upon a showing of
extraordinary circumstances. Any fees for loan processing shall
also be established at the time of the award. The loan repayment

schedule shall also be established at the time of the award;

provided, however, that all loans shall include a due-on-sale

clause providing that any outstanding balance on the loan shall be
paid in full upon sale or transfer of the property.

e.  As provided by Section 3. b. ii of City Council Resolution No. 20,
Series 2009:

i.  All loan payments shall return to the Historic

Preservation Fund.

ii.  A loan agreement is required for all loans, with a

guarantee by the borrower and individual guarantees
as the City in its discretion may require.

iii.  The loan agreement may include a provision for
default and acceleration if the completed work is not

as contemplated by the conditions of the loan.
iv.  The loan agreement may further provide that if the

work is not completed in compliance with the

conditions of the loan, the loan amount shall be due

forthwith, with interest.

v.   Payment under the loan agreement shall additionally
be secured by a lien filed against the subject property.

vi.   Costs of collecting any loan shall be charged to the
Historic Preservation Fund.

Resolution No. 4, Series 2014
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f.   In connection with the processing of loan requests, the City may
require such information as is reasonably necessary to determine
the state of title to and encumbrances upon the subject property,
the creditworthiness of the proposed borrower(s), and other

matters relevant to loan award and repayment criteria.  The City or
loan program administrator may require applicants provide written
consents to obtain such information.

g. Receipt of any loans, grants or other incentives shall require that
the structure be landmarked pursuant to Louisville Municipal Code

Chapter 15. 36, or if not eligible for landmarking, that the owner
grant the City a conservation easement to preserve the outside
appearance of the structure or other historic attributes of the

structure or site.

h. Loans are available for the following purposes:
i.   Preservation and restoration: These projects include measures

directed towards sustaining the existing form, integrity, and
materials of a historic property, including preliminary measures
to protect and stabilize the property.  Up to 10% of a loan may
be used for one- time actions considered routine maintenance.

Routine maintenance includes painting, refinishing and exterior
cleaning.

ii.   Rehabilitation: These projects include measures directed toward

adapting a property to make efficient contemporary use of it
while sensitively preserving the features of the property, which
are significant to its historical, architectural, and cultural values.

Sensitive rehabilitation or upgrading of mechanical, electrical,
and plumbing systems and other code- required work to make
the property functional is appropriate within a rehabilitation
project. This category also includes the restoration of a property
to a specific, significant point in its history.

iii.  Pre-development: These projects include assessments of past

and present historical features of a property for the purpose of
properly and adequately documenting these characteristics.
This includes assessing the physical condition of any existing
historic features. Loans for this purpose will be available to

individuals desiring to do restoration and renovation projects.
iv.  Loan funds may not be used for interior improvements other

than for protection, stabilization, or code- required work specified

in items i or ii above.

i.   A structural assessment shall be required pursuant to Section 2 of

Resolution No. 2, Series 2012, before an applicant may apply for a
loan.

j.   Loan funds may be awarded only for projects to be completed on
landmarked portions of a property.

k.  When required by Louisville Municipal Code Chapter 15.36, and as
a condition of loan approval, an alteration certificate shall be

Resolution No. 4, Series 2014
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obtained prior to the start of any work on the project for which loan
funds are awarded.

Section 3.  Loan Program Funding

a.  All loans shall be funded solely from those funds held within the
Historic Preservation Fund for such purposes, and all loans shall be

expressly contingent upon the availability of funds.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this o-    day of aM 2014.

ouis       ,

lj,2
z-=       o Robert P. Muckle, Mayor
Al     ••...... .•••' w

COLO    ,..._

te-t.iiiii r     „

Nancy Varra, City Clerk
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 5D 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 22, SERIES 2016 – A RESOLUTION 
APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN BOULDER COUNTY AND THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE 
CONCERNING BOULDER COUNTY’S ENVIRONMENTAL 
SUSTAINABILITY MATCHING GRANT PROGRAM FOR A 
RESIDENTIAL OUTDOOR IRRIGATION WATER 
CONSERVATION PILOT PROGRAM AND BUSINESS 
SUSTAINABILITY IMPROVEMENTS 

 
DATE:  MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: KURT KOWAR, PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
SUMMARY: 
Staff recommends approval of an agreement with Boulder County to receive $15,000 in grant 
funding.  The City recently applied for and received $15,000 in funds from Boulder County for 
the Sustainability Grant Program.  This grant funding will be applied to two new programs being 
implemented this year.   
 
The first program is a business sustainability recognition program that will be modeled after 
similar programs from other surrounding communities.  The goal of this program will be to 
increase business involvement in sustainable practices and incentivizes these efforts by 
recognizing those businesses that participate.  This program received $1,000 in grant funding 
from Boulder County with $500 in City matching funds. 
 
The second program is a new pilot conservation program designed to provide, install and set up 
residential automated “smart” irrigation controllers in conjunction with the outdoor irrigation audit 
conservation program.  The City has partnered with Center for ReSource Conservation (CRC) 
to offer this additional service.  CRC will be able to support the City in the evaluation of this 
program and assist in evaluating for water savings achieved with this new program.   
 
As a result of the grant funds, the City is able to offer both programs at no cost to the 
participants.     
 
The City Attorney has reviewed the Agreement and has found the agreement acceptable.   
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
The City is committing $10,500 in matching funds as well as staff time to administer both 
programs.  $10,000 has been allocated from Water Conservation Rebates (051-461-537000-06) 
and $500 has been allocated from LSAB (010-410-53803-00).    
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends City Council approve Resolution No. 22, Series 2016 authorizing the Mayor 
to sign the attached Agreement on behalf of the City.  
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 22, SERIES 2016 
  
DATE: MAY 3, 2016 PAGE 2 OF 2 

 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

1. Resolution 
2. Agreement between Boulder County and the City of Louisville concerning Boulder 

County’s Environmental Sustainability Matching Grant Program. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 22 
 SERIES 2016 
 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN BOULDER COUNTY AND THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE CONCERNING 

BOULDER COUNTY’S ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY MATCHING GRANT 
PROGRAM FOR A RESIDENTIAL OUTDOOR IRRIGATION WATER 

CONSERVATION PILOT PROGRAM AND BUSINESS SUSTAINABILITY 
IMPROVEMENTS 

 
 WHEREAS, the Colorado Constitution Article XIV, Section 18(2)(a) and C.R.S. Section 
29-1-201, et. seq. provide that political subdivisions of the State may contract with one another to 
provide any function, service, or facility lawfully authorized to each of the cooperating units; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Boulder County has created and implemented the Sustainability Matching 
Grant Program (the “Program”), which provides an opportunity for governmental organizations 
within Boulder County to undertake environmental sustainability priorities within their 
communities and helps the county leverage resources for a collaborative, regional approach to 
environmental sustainability; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Boulder County has selected the City of Louisville as a recipient of the 
sustainability grant award under the Program for a residential outdoor irrigation water conservation 
pilot program and recognition for business sustainability improvement; and  
 
 WHEREAS, an intergovernmental agreement has been proposed between the City and 
Boulder County for administration of the $15,000.00 grant; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City is authorized by law to enter into such an intergovernmental 
agreement, and the City Council finds and determines that execution of the proposed agreement is 
in the best interest of the City and its citizens;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 
 
 1. The City Council hereby approves that certain Intergovernmental Agreement 
between the City of Louisville and Boulder County Concerning Boulder County’s Environmental 
Sustainability Matching Grant Program for a residential outdoor irrigation water conservation 
pilot program and recognition for business sustainability improvements (the “IGA”), in 
substantially the same form as the copy of such IGA accompanying this Resolution. 
 
 2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to execute the IGA on behalf of the City Council of 
the City of Louisville, except that the Mayor is hereby further authorized to negotiate and approve 
such revisions to the IGA as the Mayor determines are necessary or desirable for the protection of 
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the City, so long as the essential terms and conditions of the IGA are not altered. 
 
 3. The Mayor, City Manager and City Staff are hereby authorized and directed to do all 
things necessary on behalf of the City to perform the obligations of the City under the IGA. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this ______ day of _____________, 2016. 
 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
        Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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Intergovernmental Agreement 
Between Boulder County and the City of Louisville 

Concerning Boulder County’s Environmental  
Sustainability Matching Grant Program 

 
This Intergovernmental Agreement (the “Agreement”) is entered into by the County of 

Boulder, a body corporate and politic of the State of Colorado (“Boulder County” or “County”), 
and the City of Louisville, a Colorado home-rule municipality (the “Recipient”) (each, a “Party” 
or, collectively, the “Parties”).   

RECITALS 

A. The Colorado Constitution Article XIV, Section 18(2)(a) and C.R.S. §29-1-201 
et. seq provide that political subdivisions of the State may contract with one another to provide 
any function, service, or facility lawfully authorized to each of the cooperating units; and 

B. In 2013, Boulder County created and implemented the Sustainability Matching 
Grant Program (the “Program”), which provides an opportunity for governmental organizations 
within Boulder County to undertake environmental sustainability priorities within their 
communities and helps the county leverage resources for a collaborative, regional approach to 
environmental sustainability; and 
 

C.           In February 2016, Boulder County selected recipients of the sustainability grant 
awards under the Program, including this award to the Recipient for a residential outdoor 
irrigation water conservation pilot program and recognition for business sustainability 
improvements (the “Project”). 

AGREEMENT 

In consideration of the covenants set forth herein and the mutual benefits to be derived by 
the Parties hereto, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties do hereby agree as follows: 

1. The Recipient’s Obligations.  The Recipient shall complete the Project, 
expending no less than $10,500.00 of its own funds on such Project (the “Matching Funds”) and 
the Recipient shall report to the County as described under Item 3 below.      

2. Grant Award.  Boulder County hereby awards the Recipient $15,000.00 (the 
“Award”) in support of the Project.  The Award shall be paid to the Recipient upon execution of 
the Agreement.  

3.  Reporting.  In accordance with the scope of work as set forth in Exhibit B, 
attached, the Recipient shall report to the County on the progress of the Project and on the 
expenditure of Award funds and Matching Funds for the project, on the fourteenth day following 
each quarter (July 14 and October 14, 2016 and January 14 and April 14, 2017) using the format 
of the reporting template attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
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4.  Term of Agreement.  This term of this Agreement shall be as the date of its 
execution as set forth on the signature page attached to this Agreement.  Subject to the annual 
appropriations, this Agreement shall remain in effect until the completion of the Project, as 
indicated in Exhibit B, or December 31, 2017, whichever is sooner.   

 5. Modification.  This Agreement may be altered, amended, or repealed only on the 
mutual agreement of the County and the Recipient by a duly executed written instrument. The 
financial obligations contained in this Agreement may be adjusted from time to time, subject to 
annual appropriations of the governing Party. 

 
 6. Assignment.  This Agreement shall not be assigned or subcontracted by either 
Party without the express prior written consent of the other Party. 
 
 7. Successors and Assigns.  This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors 
and assigns of the Parties. 

 
 8. Choice of Laws.  The laws of the State of Colorado shall govern the 
interpretation and enforcement of this Agreement.  Any litigation that may arise between the 
Parties involving the interpretation or enforcement of the terms of this Agreement, shall be 
initiated and pursued by the Parties in the Boulder Courts of the 20th Judicial District of the State 
of Colorado and the applicable Colorado Appellate Courts. 

 
 9. Waiver of Breach.  Any waiver of a breach of this Agreement shall not be held 
to be a waiver of any other or subsequent breach of this Agreement.  All remedies afforded in 
this Agreement shall be taken and construed as cumulative, that is, in addition to every other 
remedy provided herein or by law. 
 
 10. Integration.  This Agreement cancels and terminates, as of its effective date, all 
prior agreements between the Parties relating to the services covered by this Agreement, whether 
written, oral, or partly written and partly oral. 
 

11. No Indemnification.   Neither Party indemnifies the other Party.  The County and 
the Recipient each assume responsibility for the actions and omissions of its own agents and 
employees in the performance or failure to perform work under this Agreement.  It is agreed that 
such liability for actions or omissions of their own agents and employees is not intended to 
increase the amounts set forth in the Colorado Governmental Immunity Act, now existing, or as 
the same may be later amended. By agreeing to this provision, the Parties do not waive nor 
intend to waive the limitations on liability which are provided to the Parties under the Colorado 
Governmental Immunity Act § 24-10-101 et seq., C.R.S., as amended. 
 
 12. Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is found to be invalid, illegal, or 
unenforceable, the validity and enforceability of the remaining provisions shall not in any way be 
affected or impaired thereby. 

 
 13. No Third Party Beneficiaries. The enforcement of the terms and conditions of 
this Agreement and all rights of action relating to such enforcement shall be strictly reserved to 
the County and the Recipient, and nothing contained in this Agreement shall give or allow any 
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claim or right of action whatsoever by any other or third person.  It is the express intent of the 
Parties to this Agreement that any person receiving services or benefits under this Agreement 
shall be deemed an incidental beneficiary only. 
 

14.  Not Agent or Representative.  Neither Party is an agent or representative of the 
other Party and shall have no authority under this Agreement or otherwise to make 
representations or commitments, verbal or written, on behalf of the other Party without that 
Party’s express prior consent.   

 
15. No Multiple-Fiscal Year Obligation.  All of the Party’s financial obligations 

under this Agreement are contingent upon appropriation, budgeting, and availability of specific 
funds to discharge those obligations.  Nothing in this Agreement constitutes a debt, a direct or 
indirect multiple fiscal year financial obligation, a pledge of either Party’s credit, or a payment 
guarantee by either Party to the other. 

16. Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed by facsimile and in any 
number of counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original instrument, but all of which 
together shall constitute but one and the same instrument. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have set their hands and seals this ____ day of 
___________, 2016. 
    
      BOULDER COUNTY 

 
 

__________________________ 
Michelle Krezek, Commissioners Deputy 
Boulder County 

 

RECIPIENT 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:    
 
______________________________  
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Exhibit A - Continued 
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Exhibit B – Scope of Work 
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Exhibit B – Continued 

  

40



 
 
 
 
 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 5E 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 23, SERIES 2016 – A RESOLUTION APPROVING 
AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE COLORADO 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO DELINEATE 
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITIES FOR THE 
US 36 BIKEWAY CONSTRUCTED AS PART OF THE US 36 
MANAGED LANE/BUS RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT 

 
DATE:   MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: KURT KOWAR, PUBLIC WORKS 
 
SUMMARY: 
The US 36 Managed Lane Project is nearing completion.  An Intergovernmental Agreement 
(IGA) between the City and Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) will clearly 
delineate each entity’s responsibilities for maintenance of the U.S. 36 Bikeway within the City’s 
jurisdiction. This IGA is a requirement of the original Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) 
Funding agreement between the City and CDOT, and will commit the City to the following: 
 

1. All routine maintenance activities including: 
a. Maintenance of signing, striping, electrical lighting fixtures 
b. Repair of damaged bike path slabs and damaged safety fences and railings 

associated with the bike path  
c. Sweeping and snow plowing  
d. Mowing, tree and shrub upkeep; removal of graffiti  
e. Maintenance of stormwater management facilities related to the bike path 

 
The City Attorney has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement and CDOT has incorporated 
those comments into the Agreement.  The Town of Superior and RTD will have maintenance 
responsibilities for components which are within their jurisdiction, or in the case of RTD, part of 
their transit operations.     
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Staff expects annual maintenance costs to be less than $1,000 and will be absorbed into the 
City’s operations budget.    
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends City Council pass Resolution No. 23, Series 2016 authorizing the Mayor to 
sign the attached Agreement on behalf of the City.  
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

1. Resolution 
2. Intergovernmental Agreement 

41



Resolution No. 23, Series 2016 
Page 1 of 2 

 

  

RESOLUTION NO. 23 

 SERIES 2016 

 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH 

THE COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO DELINEATE 

CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITIES FOR THE US 36 

BIKEWAY CONSTRUCTED AS PART OF THE US 36 MANAGED LANE/BUS RAPID 

TRANSIT PROJECT 

 

 WHEREAS, the Colorado Department of Transportation (“CDOT”) and the Colorado 
High Performance Transportation Enterprise (“HPTE”), a government-owned business within 
CDOT, are undertaking to construct, design, build, operate and finance the project identified as the 
US 36 Managed Lane/Bus Rapid Transit Project (hereinafter “the Project”); and  
 
 WHEREAS, the US 36 EIS Record of Decision signed in December 2009 provides the 
Project will include a bikeway facility connecting Boulder and Denver, and maintenance of 
bikeway will be the responsibility of the respective local jurisdictions through intergovernmental 
agreement; and  
 
 WHEREAS, an intergovernmental agreement has been proposed between the City and 
CDOT to delineate maintenance and other responsibilities for that portion of the US 36 bikeway 
within the City; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City is authorized by law to enter into such an intergovernmental 
agreement, and the City Council finds and determines that execution of the proposed agreement is 
in the best interest of the City and its citizens;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 

 

 1. The City Council hereby approves that certain Intergovernmental Agreement 
between the City of Louisville and the Colorado Department of Transportation for delineation of 
maintenance and other responsibilities for the portion of the US 36 bikeway within the City (the 
“IGA”), in substantially the same form as the copy of such IGA accompanying this Resolution. 
 
 2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to execute the IGA on behalf of the City Council of 
the City of Louisville, except that the Mayor is hereby further authorized to negotiate and approve 
such revisions to the IGA as the Mayor determines are necessary or desirable for the protection of 
the City, so long as the essential terms and conditions of the IGA are not altered. 
 
 3. The Mayor, City Manager and City Staff are hereby authorized and directed to do all 
things necessary on behalf of the City to perform the obligations of the City under the IGA, 
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including without limitation that the Mayor or City Manager are authorized to execute and deliver 
any  access, construction and grading easement required by the IGA and that the City Manager and 
City Staff are authorized to execute and deliver any other any documents necessary in connection 
with the performance of the City’s obligations under the IGA. 
 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED this ______ day of _____________, 2016. 
 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
        Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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(Maintenance)                                                                  
Regional Transportation District  
REGION 1 - wma  
 
 INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
 
THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made this ___ day of 

________________ 2016, by and between the State of Colorado for the use and benefit of the 

COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (“State” or “CDOT”), and the City of 

Louisville (“Local Agency”), 749 Main Street, Louisville, CO, 80027, CDOT Vendor #: 2000114. 

 

This Agreement shall not be effective or enforceable until it is approved and signed by the Governor or 

his designee (“Effective Date”).  

RECITALS 
1. Required approval, clearance and coordination have been accomplished from and with 

appropriate agencies.  

2. The parties desire to enter into this Agreement to delineate each ones responsibilities for 
maintenance of the US 36 bikeway and bikeway facility as part of the US 36 Managed Lane 
Project detailed in Exhibits A and C;  

3.   The State and the Local Agency have the authority, as provided in Sections 29-1-203, 43-1-
106, 43-2-103, 43-2-104, and 43-2-144 CRS, as amended, and in applicable ordinance or 
resolution duly passed and adopted by the Local Agency, to enter into this Agreement with the 
Local Agency for the purpose of maintaining a bikeway along a US highway system as 
hereinafter set forth;  

4. The Local Agency has the resources to perform the desired maintenance on the bikeway 
within its jurisdiction;  

5. The US 36 Managed Lane Project has been cleared environmentally via the US 36 EIS Phase 
1 Record of Decision (ROD) signed December 2009, and will be funded with local, state, TIFIA 
loan, and federal-aid dollars; and  

6. Per the ROD signed December 2009 the Project will provide a bikeway facility adjacent to US 36 
connecting Boulder and Denver. Maintenance of the US 36 bikeway will be the responsibility of the local 
jurisdictions through an Intergovernmental Agreement with CDOT. 
 
THE PARTIES NOW AGREE THAT: 
 

SAP # 331000515 
 
FOR CDOT TRACKING PURPOSES 
(subject to change). 
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Section 1.  Scope of Work 
             
The Local Agency will maintain the bike path within its jurisdiction along the US 36 corridor as such 
bike path is generally depicted on Exhibit C and as such bike path is within the geographical 
boundaries of the Local Agency, which bike path is hereinafter referred to as the "Bike Path." The 
Bike Path is a portion of the bikeway that is part of the US 36 Express Lanes, NH 0361-103 (20062) 
described in Exhibits A and C, and is hereinafter referred to as the "Bikeway." 

For purposes of the provisions below, “capital maintenance” means the design, construction, 
completion, and updating of relevant documentation (including “as-built” drawings) in 
connection with all work of reconstruction rehabilitation, restoration, renewal, or replacement of 
any element, or individual structure; and “routine maintenance” means all those activities with 
respect to the Bike Path which are not capital maintenance.  
 
Section 2. CDOT Commitments  

1. CDOT will construct, at its own expense, the Bikeway, including the Bike Path, along the 
reconstructed section of the US 36 corridor to provide a continuous commuter bikeway by connecting 
to or using existing facilities along the corridor. CDOT shall consider the Local Agency's comments 
concerning the draft design build plan for the Bike Path.   CDOT's construction of the Bike Path will 
be in accordance with a final design build plan for the Bike Path that is approved by CDOT 
(hereinafter referred to as the "Bike Path Plan"), and such construction shall include all requirements 
of the Bike Path Plan, including all fences, railings, wildlife barriers, landscaping, signage, electrical 
fixtures, and striping as set forth in the Bike Path Plan. CDOT will provide a dedicated power source 
for all electrical fixtures required by the Bike Path Plan. 

2. CDOT, at its own expense, will acquire all property necessary to build the Bike Path, by 
acquiring fee simple title or a permanent public access easement allowing for the Bike Path, including 
legal authorization for the Local Agency or its employees, representatives, contractors or sub-
contractors to access the Bike Path to fulfill the Local Agency's obligations under this Agreement.   

3. In the event that safety concerns are identified along the commuter Bikeway, including the 
Bike Path, CDOT will partner with the local jurisdictions to identify the appropriate response to 
maintain a safe and functional commuter Bikeway. CDOT will perform at its own expense, all 
improvements determined to be capital maintenance and the local jurisdiction will perform at its own 
expense all activities determined to be routine maintenance.  

4. CDOT will perform at its own expense, all capital maintenance to the commuter bikeway 
facility. CDOT will perform capital maintenance of the commuter bikeway facility only after funding 
for the improvement has been identified and obtained.  

5. CDOT will perform, at its own expense, routine inspection and all maintenance of any 
structure constructed for grade separation along the Bike Path.  
 
6. CDOT will conduct a final walk through of the Bike Path with the Local Agency prior to 
CDOT's final acceptance of the Bike Path and prior to the start of the warranty period.  CDOT will 

45



Page 3 of 9 
 

require the Design Build Contractor to address all issues identified by the Local Agency as a result of 
such final walk through prior to CDOT's acceptance of the Bike Path and the start of the warranty 
period, provided that such issues are consistent with the requirements of the final Bike Path Plan.  
CDOT will require the Design Build contractor to warrant the Bike Path and commuter bikeway 
facility for a period of no less than two years. CDOT shall be responsible for enforcing all warranty 
obligations of the Design Build Contractor for the Bike Path, including repairs of the Bike Path as 
required by the agreement between CDOT and the Design Build Contractor and the final Bike Path 
Plan. CDOT shall respond in writing to the Local Agency's written notice of warranty issues during 
the 2-year warranty period within 5 business days and will work cooperatively diligently with the 
Local Agency to resolve any issues.  The warranty period will begin from the time of the Bike Path’s 
final acceptance by CDOT. 

7. CDOT shall perform all of its duties and obligations hereunder in accordance with all 
applicable law. 

Section 3. Local Agency Commitments  

A. The Local Agency will:  

1. Permit CDOT to construct portions of the Bikeway on public land owned by the Local 

Agency. To accomplish this, the Design Build Contractor will apply for, and the Local 

Agency will issue a public/private improvement permit and a grading permit where 

necessary, collectively referred to herein as the "Permit” to build the portions of the US 36 

commuter bikeway to be located on Local Agency property. Issuance of the Permit shall not 

be unreasonably withheld. The approved Local Agency construction Permit, will include an 

Access, Construction, and Grading Easement signed by CDOT's Design Build Contractor  

and will be the sole permission instruments for construction of the portions of the US 36 

commuter Bikeway on Local Agency property and maintenance of those facilities until 

CDOT’s and Local Agency's acceptance of the Bike Path.  

 
2. Permit CDOT, CDOT’s Design-Build Contractor and their assigns limited access to public 

land owned by the Local Agency for the purpose of constructing or reconstructing the US 36 
commuter Bikeway and associated elements per the Project design and Bike Path Plan 
pursuant to the terms and conditions of an Access, Construction, and Grading Easement.  

3. Permit CDOT to connect newly constructed segments of the US 36 commuter Bikeway via 
existing Local Agency owned transportation facilities, including roadways, to provide a 
continuous commuter bikeway along the reconstructed section of the corridor in those 
sections where it is not feasible to construct a new bikeway with the Project as agreed upon by 
the Parties. This includes, but is not limited to, modifying the signage and striping of the 
facility to accommodate the commuter bikeway.  

4. The Local Agency shall allow CDOT and its Contractors a right of entry and occupation of 
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Local Agency property to perform major reconstructions along the commuter bikeway 
pursuant to the Easement.  

 
B. The Local Agency shall perform at its own expense, all routine maintenance activities necessary to 

maintain a safe and functional commuter bikeway within their jurisdiction. Routine maintenance 
activities to be performed by the Local Agency under this Agreement shall not include any 
warranty obligations or capital maintenance obligations that are the obligations of CDOT pursuant 
to the terms of this Agreement. Routine maintenance activities to be performed by the Local 
Agency under this Agreement shall be performed in accordance with the Local Agency’s standard 
bike path maintenance procedures and shall include, but not be limited to the following:   

1. Keeping the Bike Path free from obstructions and impediments that may interfere with bicycle 
and pedestrian traffic, including sand and debris; maintenance of signing, striping and 
electrical lighting fixtures installed along the Bike Path, including for that portion of the 
commuter Bike Path facility that crosses or is adjacent to a public street or highway, and 
repair of damaged Bike Path pavement slabs and subgrades to the extent that such repair is not 
an obligation of the Design Build Contractor or CDOT as a warranty obligations or a capital 
maintenance obligation of CDOT.  

2. Snow removal (snow plowing) along the Bike Path.  

3. Mowing, tree and shrub upkeep; repair of damaged Bike Path delineation; removal of graffiti 
from Bike Path pavement, structures and signage; and maintaining and repairing safety fences 
and railings associated with the commuter Bike Path. 

4. Stormwater management and water quality responsibilities related to the Bike Path as follows:  

Maintain stormwater management facilities and structures including inlets, storm sewer pipes, 
ditches, drainage facilities intended to reduce, detain, convey, and manage stormwater runoff 
on the Bike Path, “drainage facilities,” and facilities intended to provide water quality 
benefits, “water quality facilities,” only as such facilities are associated with the Bike Path, 
hereinafter referred to as the "Bike Path Stormwater Facilities."  Maintenance of the Bike Path 
Stormwater Facilities shall include routine inspection, sediment removal and repair of the 
Bike Path Stormwater Facilities as necessary, consistent with the Local Agencies standard 
procedures. This maintenance obligation for Bike Path Stormwater Facilities does not include 
any roadway storm water quality ponds constructed as part of this project, regardless of 
whether such roadway facility is combined with or impacts the Bike Path Stormwater 
Facilities.   

Section 4. Term and Termination Provisions  

1.  This Agreement shall be in effect only after it is executed by both Parties. The Maintenance 
obligations of the Local Agency under this Agreement shall commence on the date of the final written 
acceptance of the Bike Path by CDOT and will remain in effect until this Agreement is terminated in 
accordance with the requirements of this Section 4 and both Parties agree to terminate.  
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2. Termination for Cause. If, through any cause, either Party shall fail to fulfill its obligations 
under this Agreement, or if either Party shall violate any of the covenants, agreements, or stipulations 
of this Agreement, either Party shall thereupon have the right to terminate this Agreement for cause 
by giving written notice to the other Party of its intent to terminate and giving at least thirty (30) days 
opportunity to cure the default or show cause why termination is otherwise not appropriate.  

Section 5.  Legal Authority 
 
The Local Agency warrants that it possesses the legal authority to enter into this Agreement and that 
it has taken all actions required by its procedures, by-laws, and/or applicable law to exercise that 
authority, and to lawfully authorize its undersigned signatory to execute this Agreement and to bind 
the Local Agency to its terms.  The person(s) executing this Agreement on behalf of the Local 
Agency warrants that such person(s) has full authorization to execute this Agreement. The parties 
acknowledge and agree that financial obligations of the State and the Local Agency payable after the 
current fiscal year are contingent upon funds for that purpose being appropriated, budgeted, and 
otherwise made available.  
 
Section 6.  Representatives and Notice 

 
The State will provide liaison with the Local Agency through the State's Region Director, Region 6, 
2000 South Holly Street, Denver, Colorado 80222.  Said Region Director will also be responsible for 
coordinating the State's activities under this Agreement and will also issue a "Notice to Proceed" to 
the Local Agency for commencement of the Work. All communications relating to the day-to-day 
activities for the work shall be exchanged between representatives of the State’s Transportation 
Region 6 and the Local Agency.  All communication, notices, and correspondence shall be addressed 
to the individuals identified below.  Either party may from time to time designate in writing new or 
substitute representatives. 

 
If to State:      If to the Local Agency: 
 
Scott Rees 
CDOT Project Manager                                         
 500 Eldorado, Suite 2301 
Broomfield, Colorado 80021 
 (303) 404-7020 

Heather Balser 
City of Louisville 
749 Main Street 
Louisville, Colorado 80027 
(303) 335-4530 

 
Section 7.  Successors 
 
Except as herein otherwise provided, this Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon 
the parties hereto and their respective successors and assigns. 
 
Section 8.  Governmental Immunity 
 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement to the contrary, no term or condition of this 
Agreement shall be construed or interpreted as a waiver, express or implied, of any of the 
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immunities, rights, benefits, protection, or other provisions of the Colorado Governmental Immunity 
Act, §24-10-101, et seq., CRS, as now or hereafter amended. The parties understand and agree that 
liability for claims for injuries to persons or property arising out of negligence of the State of 
Colorado, its departments, institutions, agencies, boards, officials and employees is controlled and 
limited by the provisions of §24-10-101, et seq., CRS, as now or hereafter amended and the risk 
management statutes, §§24-30-1501, et seq., CRS, as now or hereafter amended. 
 
Section 9.  Severability 
 
To the extent that this Agreement may be executed and performance of the obligations of the parties 
may be accomplished within the intent of the Agreement, the terms of this Agreement are severable, 
and should any term or provision hereof be declared invalid or become inoperative for any reason, 
such invalidity or failure shall not affect the validity of any other term or provision hereof. 
 

Section 10.  Waiver 
 
The waiver of any breach of a term, provision, or requirement of this Agreement shall not be 
construed or deemed as a waiver of any subsequent breach of such term, provision, or requirement, or 
of any other term, provision or requirement. 
  
Section 11.  Modification and Amendment 
 
A.  This Agreement is subject to such modifications as may be required by changes in federal or State 
law, or their implementing regulations. Any such required modification shall automatically be 
incorporated into and be part of this Agreement on the effective date of such change as if fully set 
forth herein. Except as provided above, no modification of this Agreement shall be effective unless 
agreed to in writing by both parties in an amendment to this Agreement that is properly executed and 
approved in accordance with applicable law. 
 
B.  Either party may suggest renegotiation of the terms of this Agreement, provided that the 
Agreement shall not be subject to renegotiation more often than annually, and that neither party shall 
be required to renegotiate. If the parties agree to change the provisions of this Agreement, the 
renegotiated terms shall not be effective until this Agreement is amended/modified accordingly in 
writing.   
  
Section 12.  Disputes 
 

 Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, any dispute concerning a question of fact arising 
under this Agreement which is not disposed of by agreement will be decided by the Chief Engineer 
of the Department of Transportation. The decision of the Chief Engineer will be final and conclusive 
unless, within 30 calendar days after the date of receipt of a copy of such written decision, the Local 
Agency mails or otherwise furnishes to the State a written appeal addressed to the Executive Director 
of the Department of Transportation. In connection with any appeal proceeding under this clause, the 
Local Agency shall be afforded an opportunity to be heard and to offer evidence in support of its 
appeal. Pending final decision of a dispute hereunder, the Local Agency shall proceed diligently with 
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the performance of the Agreement in accordance with the Chief Engineer’s decision. The decision of 
the Executive Director or his duly authorized representative for the determination of such appeals 
will be final and conclusive and serve as final agency action. This dispute clause does not preclude 
consideration of questions of law in connection with decisions provided for herein. Nothing in this 
Agreement, however, shall be construed as making final the decision of any administrative official, 
representative, or board on a question of law. 

Section 13.  Does not supersede other agreements 
 

This Agreement is not intended to supersede or affect in any way any other agreement (if any) that is 
currently in effect between the State and the Local Agency for other “maintenance and operations 
services” on State Highway rights-of-way within the jurisdiction of the Local Agency. Also, the 
Local Agency shall also continue to perform, at its own expense, all such activities/duties (if any) on 
such State Highway rights-of-ways that the Local Agency is required by applicable law to perform. 

 
Section 14.  Sub-Contractor 
 
The Local Agency may subcontract for any part of the performance required under this Agreement, 
subject to the Local Agency first obtaining approval from the State for any particular subcontractor. 
The State understands that the Local Agency may intend to perform some or all of the services 
required under this Agreement through a subcontractor. The Local Agency agrees not to assign rights 
or delegate duties under this Agreement or subcontract any part of the performance required under 
the Agreement without the express, written consent of the State which shall not be unreasonably 
withheld. Except as herein otherwise provided, this agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be 
binding only upon the parties hereto and their respective successors and assigns. 
 
 
 

The Remainder of this Page left Intentionally Blank
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Section 15. The Special Provisions apply to all Agreements except where noted in italics 
 

                    1. CONTROLLER'S APPROVAL. CRS §24-30-202(1). This Agreement shall not be valid until it has been approved by the Colorado State 

Controller or designee. 

                    2. FUND AVAILABILITY. CRS §24-30-202(5.5). Financial obligations of the State payable after the current fiscal year are contingent upon funds 
for that purpose being appropriated, budgeted, and otherwise made available.  

                   3. GOVERNMENTAL IMMUNITY. No term or condition of this Agreement shall be construed or interpreted as a waiver, express or implied, of any 
of the immunities, rights, benefits, protections, or other provisions, of the Colorado Governmental Immunity Act, CRS §24-10-101 et seq., or the Federal 
Tort Claims Act, 28 U.S.C. §§1346(b) and 2671 et seq., as applicable now or hereafter amended. 

                   4. INDEPENDENT LOCAL AGENCY. Local Agency shall perform its duties hereunder as an independent Local Agency and not as an employee. 
Neither Local Agency nor any agent or employee of Local Agency shall be deemed to be an agent or employee of the State. Local Agency and its 
employees and agents are not entitled to unemployment insurance or workers compensation benefits through the State and the State shall not pay for or 
otherwise provide such coverage for Local Agency or any of its agents or employees. Unemployment insurance benefits will be available to Local Agency 
and its employees and agents only if such coverage is made available by Local Agency or a third party. Local Agency shall pay when due all applicable 
employment taxes and income taxes and local head taxes incurred pursuant to this Agreement. Local Agency shall not have authorization, express or 
implied, to bind the State to any agreement, liability or understanding, except as expressly set forth herein. Local Agency shall (a) provide and keep in 
force workers' compensation and unemployment compensation insurance in the amounts required by law, (b) provide proof thereof when requested by the 
State, and (c) be solely responsible for its acts and those of its employees and agents. 

                   5. COMPLIANCE WITH LAW. Local Agency shall strictly comply with all applicable federal and State laws, rules, and regulations in effect or 
hereafter established, including, without limitation, laws applicable to discrimination and unfair employment practices. 

                   6. CHOICE OF LAW. Colorado law, and rules and regulations issued pursuant thereto, shall be applied in the interpretation, execution, and 
enforcement of this Agreement. Any provision included or incorporated herein by reference which conflicts with said laws, rules, and regulations shall be 
null and void. Any provision incorporated herein by reference which purports to negate this or any other Special Provision in whole or in part shall not be 
valid or enforceable or available in any action at law, whether by way of complaint, defense, or otherwise. Any provision rendered null and void by the 
operation of this provision shall not invalidate the remainder of this Agreement, to the extent capable of execution. 

                   7. BINDING ARBITRATION PROHIBITED. The State of Colorado does not agree to binding arbitration by any extra-judicial body or person. Any 
provision to the contrary in this contact or incorporated herein by reference shall be null and void. 

                   8. SOFTWARE PIRACY PROHIBITION. Governor's Executive Order D 002 00. State or other public funds payable under this Agreement shall 
not be used for the acquisition, operation, or maintenance of computer software in violation of federal copyright laws or applicable licensing restrictions. 
Local Agency hereby certifies and warrants that, during the term of this Agreement and any extensions, Local Agency has and shall maintain in place 
appropriate systems and controls to prevent such improper use of public funds. If the State determines that Local Agency is in violation of this provision, 
the State may exercise any remedy available at law or in equity or under this Agreement, including, without limitation, immediate termination of this 
Agreement and any remedy consistent with federal copyright laws or applicable licensing restrictions.  

                   9. EMPLOYEE FINANCIAL INTEREST/CONFLICT OF INTEREST. CRS §§24-18-201 and 24-50-507. The signatories aver that to their 
knowledge, no employee of the State has any personal or beneficial interest whatsoever in the service or property described in this Agreement. Local 
Agency has no interest and shall not acquire any interest, direct or indirect, that would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of Local 
Agency’s services and Local Agency shall not employ any person having such known interests.   

                   10. VENDOR OFFSET. CRS §§24-30-202 (1) and 24-30-202.4. [Not Applicable to intergovernmental agreements] Subject to CRS §24-30-202.4 
(3.5), the State Controller may withhold payment under the State’s vendor offset intercept system for debts owed to State agencies for: (a) unpaid child 
support debts or child support arrearages; (b) unpaid balances of tax, accrued interest, or other charges specified in CRS §39-21-101, et seq.; (c) unpaid 
loans due to the Student Loan Division of the Department of Higher Education; (d) amounts required to be paid to the Unemployment Compensation 
Fund; and (e) other unpaid debts owing to the State as a result of final agency determination or judicial action. 

11. PUBLIC AGREEMENTS FOR SERVICES. CRS §8-17.5-101. [Not Applicable to agreements relating to the offer, issuance, or sale of securities, investment 
advisory services or fund management services, sponsored projects, intergovernmental agreements, or information technology services or products and services] Local 
Agency certifies, warrants, and agrees that it does not knowingly employ or Agreement with an illegal alien who will perform work under this Agreement and will confirm the 
employment eligibility of all employees who are newly hired for employment in the United States to perform work under this Agreement, through participation in the E-Verify 
Program or the Department program established pursuant to CRS §8-17.5-102(5)(c), Local Agency shall not knowingly employ or Agreement with an illegal alien to perform 
work under this Agreement or enter into an Agreement with a sub-Local Agency that fails to certify to Local Agency that the sub-Local Agency shall not knowingly employ or 
Agreement with an illegal alien to perform work under this Agreement. Local Agency (a) shall not use E-Verify Program or Department program procedures to undertake 
pre-employment screening of job applicants while this Agreement is being performed, (b) shall notify the sub-Local Agency and the contracting State agency within three days 
if Local Agency has actual knowledge that a sub-Local Agency is employing or contracting with an illegal alien for work under this Agreement, (c) shall terminate the 
subcontract if a sub-Local Agency does not stop employing or contracting with the illegal alien within three days of receiving the notice, and (d) shall comply with reasonable 
requests made in the course of an investigation, undertaken pursuant to CRS §8-17.5-102(5), by the Colorado Department of Labor and Employment. If Local Agency 
participates in the Department program, Local Agency shall deliver to the contracting State agency, Institution of Higher Education or political subdivision a written, 
notarized affirmation, affirming that Local Agency has examined the legal work status of such employee, and shall comply with all of the other requirements of the 
Department program. If Local Agency fails to comply with any requirement of this provision or CRS §8-17.5-101 et seq., the contracting State agency, institution of higher 
education or political subdivision may terminate this Agreement for breach and, if so terminated, Local Agency shall be liable for damages.  
 
12. PUBLIC AGREEMENTS WITH NATURAL PERSONS. CRS §24-76.5-101. Local Agency, if a natural person eighteen (18) years of age or older, 
hereby swears and affirms under penalty of perjury that he or she (a) is a citizen or otherwise lawfully present in the United States pursuant to federal law, (b) 
shall comply with the provisions of CRS §24-76.5-101 et seq., and (c) has produced one form of identification required by CRS §24-76.5-103 prior to the 
effective date of this Agreement. 

 

SPECIAL PROVISIONS
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THE PARTIES HERETO HAVE EXECUTED THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL 

AGREEMENT 
 
* Persons signing for The Local Agency hereby swear and affirm that they are authorized to act on The Local 

Agency’s behalf and acknowledge that the State is relying on their representations to that effect.  

 
LOCAL AGENCY:                                             STATE OF COLORADO: 
                                                                              JOHN W. HICKENLOOPER, GOVERNOR 
 
City of Louisville    
Legal Name of Contracting Entity  By: Joshua Laipply, PE, Chief Engineer  
 For Shailen P. Bhatt, Executive Director, 
         Colorado Department of Transportation 
  
 Date: _________________________ 
2000114  
CDOT Vendor Number 
 
 
   
Signature of Authorized Officer 
                
 
   
Print Name & Title of Authorized Officer 
        
 
 
 
LOCAL AGENCY: 
(A Local Agency attestation is required.) 
 
Attest (Seal) By  
(Town/City/County Clerk)                                    (Place Local Agency seal here, if available) 
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SCOPE OF WORK 
 

 
The US 36 Managed Lane Project (“Project”) was developed by the Colorado High Performance 
Transportation Enterprise (TIFIA sponsor) in partnership with the Colorado Department of 
Transportation (CDOT) and the Regional Transportation District (RTD). The Project is part of 
RTD’s FasTracks Program, a multi-billion dollar comprehensive transit expansion plan, in 
cooperation with Denver Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG), Colorado Bridge Enterprise 
(CBE), City and County of Broomfield, City of Westminster, City of Boulder, Boulder County, City 
of Louisville, Town of Superior, Adams County, Jefferson County, and Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
Railway (BNSF).  

In addition to those duties and responsibilities of CDOT set forth in the Agreement, including those 
duties and responsibilities required by Section 2 of the Agreement, the primary responsibilities of 
CDOT are as follows:  

• Partner with the US 36 Mayors and Commissioners Coalition and seek input from all affected 
jurisdictions along the US 36 corridor regarding implementation of the Project.  

• Perform Preliminary Engineering work which includes: survey, preparation of ROW plans, 
developing preliminary design plans, ROW purchase and construction.  

• Perform general administration and supervision of Performance of the Project, including 
entering into a Design-Build Agreement for both design and Construction of the Project, and 
the administration of federal funds, state funds, and Local Agency funds. CDOT shall 
perform, as required, project inspection and testing.  

• Provide Project funding  
• Approving sources of materials.  
• Perform required plant and shop inspections  
• Documentation of Agreement payments  
• Preparing and approving pay estimates  
• Preparing, approving, and securing the funding for Agreement modification orders and minor 

Agreement revisions.  
• Processing Agreement or claims.  
• Construction supervision.  
• Overseeing Quality Control activities and meeting requirements of the FHWA/CDOT 

Stewardship Agreement.  
• Monitor completed bikeway improvements for deficiencies and maintenance during the 

project 2-year warranty period.  
 
 

The multi-modal, toll integrated US 36 Managed Lane Project will include the following major 
construction activities and project elements: 

 Reconstruct and widen US 36 to accommodate a new buffer-separated managed 
lane in each direction of US 36 
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 Reconstruct gore points (areas where ramps exit or join the main highway) at 
interchange ramps to tie to widened U.S. 36 and to accommodate queue bypass 
lanes at on-ramps.  Existing Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) facilities on the ramps will 
be maintained. 

 Construct retaining walls and sound walls. 
 Replacement of the Wadsworth Parkway, Wadsworth Boulevard, and Lowell 

Boulevard bridges 
 Reconstruct portions of the Wadsworth Parkway interchange. 
 Install Intelligent Transportation Systems for tolling, transit information, and 

incident management. Toll systems installation and integration will be provided by 
others. 

 Construction of portions of a commuter bikeway along the reconstructed section of 
the corridor and to provide a continuous commuter bikeway along the 
reconstructed section of the corridor by connecting to or using existing facilities 
along the corridor. 

 Implement an appropriate transportation demand management (TDM) program  
 

The Colorado Department decided to pursue a design build contractor to deliver the project. The 
design build contract between CDOT and the Design-Build contractor will define the project 
elements as follows: 

 Basic Configuration which includes minimum acceptable elements to be 
constructed in the project 

 CDOT will identify Additional Requested Elements (A.R.E.s) to maximize 
construction of elements with the funding available.  Within the maximum project 
funding amount, the Design-Build contractor may propose to construct all or 
portions of the A.R.E.s. 

 
 

The Remainder of this Page left Intentionally Blank
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 5F 

SUBJECT: APPROVE CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE 
AND HATCH MOTT MACDONALD, (HATCH MOTT) FOR THE 
SID COPELAND WATER TREATMENT PLANT HIGH ZONE 
PUMP STATION IMPROVEMENT DESIGN 

 
DATE:  MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: KURT KOWAR, PUBLIC WORKS 
 
 
SUMMARY: 
Staff recommends approval of a contract with Hatch Mott MacDonald in the amount of 
$237,420 along with a 10% contingency of $23,700 for the Sid Copeland Water 
Treatment Plant High Zone Pump Station Improvements (SCWTP).  The high zone 
pump station at the SCWTP was constructed in 1986 to delivery potable water to the 
high zone of the distribution system.  Combined with the ability to feed the low zone, the 
SCWTP was able to serve the entire City under certain demand circumstance and 
provide the flexibility of shutting down the Howard Berry Water Treatment Plant as 
needed for maintenance or improvements.  Several of the pumps within this station are 
currently out of operation due to mechanical failure with the remaining pumps and 
electrical equipment nearing the end of their usable life.  In addition, when the pumps 
approach their operational limits the pumps experience cavitation which causes 
excessive wear and damage to the system.  Lastly, this project will address several 
comments received from the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
related to SCWTP.  While the City is not under an official order, this project will be a 
proactive response and will ensure that the SCWTP stays in compliance with all 
regulations. 
  
The City issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the evaluation and design of 
renovation or replacement of the High Zone Pump Station. The scope includes design, 
cost estimates, bidding assistance and contract administration.  Four proposals were 
received and reviewed by the selection committee.  A summary of the proposal is 
provided below:  
 

COMPANY HZ PUMP STATION DESIGN 

Farnsworth Group $203,200 

Hatch Mott MacDonald $237,420 

Dewberry Engineers $299,125 

Redi Engineering Services $406,500 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

SUBJECT: SID COPELAND WTP HIGH ZONE PUMP STATION DESIGN 
 
DATE: MAY 3, 2016 PAGE 2 OF 2 

 
The selection committee evaluated the proposals based on knowledge, cost, 
experience with similar projects and understanding of the scope.  Staff is recommending 
award to Hatch Mott.   
 
Hatch Mott has worked on several city projects with a high degree of success and they 
are familiar with the operations of the water treatment plant.  They have been able to 
deliver projects in a timely manner through design and construction and work within 
estimated budgets.  This project will require working through the City’s planning process 
to ensure appropriate approvals.  Hatch Mott has previously navigated this process 
successfully. 
 
The Farnsworth Group proposal provided minimal efforts for planning process tasks 
compared to other proposals and staff felt overall they provided the least amount of 
understanding for the entire design approval process. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
051-499-55450-38 SCWTP Pump Station Improvements $  2,410,000 
Design Contract       $     237,420  
Design Contingency (10%)      $       23,700 
Remaining Budget       $  2,148,880 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends City Council award the contract to Hatch Mott per their proposal fee 
of $237,420, authorize staff to contract addendums up to $23,700 for additional work 
and project contingency, and authorize the Mayor, Public Works Director and City Clerk 
to sign and execute contract documents on behalf of the City. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

1. Contract 
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AN AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE 
AND HATCH MOTT MACDONALD 

FOR CONSULTING SERVICES 
 
1.0       PARTIES 

 
The parties to this Agreement are the City of Louisville, a Colorado home rule municipal 
corporation, hereinafter referred to as the “City”, and Hatch Mott Macdonald, a corporation, 
hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”. 

 
2.0       RECITALS AND PURPOSE 

 
2.1 The City desires to engage the Consultant for the purpose of providing Consulting 

Engineering services as further set forth in the Consultant’s Scope of Services (which 
services are hereinafter referred to as the “Services”). 

 
2.2 The Consultant represents that it has the special expertise, qualifications and background 

necessary to complete the Services. 
 
3.0       SCOPE OF SERVICES 

 
The Consultant agrees to provide the City with the specific Services and to perform the specific 
tasks, duties and responsibilities set forth in Scope of Services attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and 
incorporated herein by reference. 

 
4.0      COMPENSATION 

 
4.1 The City shall pay the Consultant for services under this agreement a total not to exceed 

the amounts set forth in Exhibit “C” attached hereto and incorporated herein by this 
reference.      Payments  under  this  Agreement  shall  not  exceed  the  total  amount  of 
$237,420 as in Exhibit “C” and hourly rates shall not exceed those set forth in Exhibit 
“C”. The City shall pay mileage and other reimbursable expenses (such as meals, 
parking, travel expenses, necessary memberships, etc.) which are deemed necessary for 
performance of the services and which are pre-approved by the City Manager. The 
foregoing amounts of compensation shall be inclusive of all costs of whatsoever nature 
associated with the Consultant’s efforts, including but not limited to salaries, benefits, 
overhead, administration, profits, expenses, and outside consultant fees. The Scope of 
Services and payment therefor shall only be changed by a properly authorized 
amendment to this Agreement. No City employee has the authority to bind the City with 
regard to any payment for any services which exceeds the amount payable under the 
terms of this Agreement. 

 
4.2 The Consultant shall submit monthly an invoice to the City for Services rendered and a 

detailed expense report for pre-approved, reimbursable expenses incurred during the 
previous month. The invoice shall document the Services provided during the preceding 
month, identifying by work category and subcategory the work and tasks performed and 

59



2  

such other information as may be required by the City. The Consultant shall provide 
such additional backup documentation as may be required by the City. The City shall 
pay the invoice within thirty (30) days of receipt unless the Services or the documentation 
therefor are unsatisfactory. Payments made after thirty (30) days may be assessed an 
interest charge of one percent (1%) per month unless the delay in payment resulted from 
unsatisfactory work or documentation therefor. 

 
5.0       PROJECT REPRESENTATION 

 
5.1 The City designates Cory Peterson as the responsible City staff to provide direction to the 

Consultant during the conduct of the Services. The Consultant shall comply with the 
directions given by Cory Peterson and such person’s designees. 

 
5.2 The Consultant designates Robert Anderson as its project manager and as the 

principal in charge who shall be providing the Services under this Agreement. 
Should any of the representatives be replaced, particularly Robert Anderson, and such 
replacement require the City or the Consultant to undertake additional reevaluations, 
coordination, orientations, etc., the Consultant shall be fully responsible for all such 
additional costs and services. 

 
6.0       TERM 

 
The term of this Agreement shall be May 3, 2016 to June 1, 2017, unless sooner terminated 
pursuant to Section 13, below. The Consultant’s services under this Agreement shall commence 
upon execution of this Agreement by the City and shall progress so that the Services are 
completed in a timely fashion consistent with the City’s requirements. Consultant acknowledges 
that any City expenditures or financial obligations for this Agreement outside the current fiscal 
year are subject to annual budgeting and appropriation of funds for such purposes in the 
discretion of the City Council and this Agreement does not constitute any City debt or multiple-
fiscal year obligation. 

 
7.0      INSURANCE 

 
7.1 The Consultant agrees to procure and maintain, at its own cost, the policies of insurance 

set forth in Subsections 7.1.1 through 7.1.4. The Consultant shall not be relieved of any 
liability, claims, demands, or other obligations assumed pursuant to this Agreement by 
reason of its failure to procure or maintain insurance, or by reason of its failure to procure 
or maintain insurance in sufficient amounts, durations, or types. The coverages required 
below shall be procured and maintained with forms and insurers acceptable to the City. 
All coverages shall be continuously maintained from the date of commencement of 
services hereunder.  The required coverages are: 

 
7.1.1 Workers' Compensation insurance as required by the Labor Code of the State of 

Colorado and Employers Liability Insurance. Evidence of qualified self-insured 
status may be substituted. 
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7.1.2 General Liability insurance with combined single limits of ONE MILLION 
DOLLARS ($1,000,000) each occurrence and TWO MILLION DOLLARS 
($2,000,000) aggregate. The policy shall include the City of Louisville, its officers 
and its employees, as additional insureds, with primary coverage as respects the City 
of Louisville, its officers and its employees, and shall contain a severability of 
interests provision. 

 
7.1.3 Comprehensive Automobile Liability insurance with combined single limits for 

bodily injury and property damage of not less than ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY 
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($150,000) per person in any one occurrence and SIX 
HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($600,000) for two or more persons in any 
one occurrence, and auto property damage insurance of at least FIFTY 
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000) per occurrence, with respect to each of 
Consultant’s owned, hired or non-owned vehicles assigned to or used in 
performance of the services. The policy shall contain a severability of interests 
provision. If the Consultant has no owned automobiles, the requirements of this 
paragraph shall be met by each employee of the Consultant providing services to the 
City of Louisville under this contract. 

 
7.1.4 Professional Liability coverage with combined single limits of ONE MILLION 

DOLLARS ($1,000,000) per claim and ONE MILLION DOLLARS ($1,000,000) 
aggregate. 

 
7.2 The Consultant’s general liability insurance, automobile liability and physical damage 

insurance shall be endorsed to include the City, and its elected and appointed officers and 
employees, as additional insureds, unless the City in its sole discretion waives such 
requirement. Every policy required above shall be primary insurance, and any insurance 
carried by the City, its officers, or its employees, shall be excess and not contributory 
insurance to that provided by the Consultant. Such policies, with the exception of 
Workers Compensation and Professional Liability, shall contain a severability of interests 
provision. The Consultant shall be solely responsible for any deductible losses under 
each of the policies required above. 

 
7.3 Certificates of insurance shall be provided by the Consultant as evidence that policies 

providing the required coverages, conditions, and limits are in full force and effect, and 
shall be subject to review and approval by the City. No required coverage shall be 
cancelled or terminated until at least 30 days prior written notice has been given to the 
City. The City reserves the right to request and receive a certified copy of any policy and 
any endorsement thereto. 

 
7.4 Failure on the part of the Consultant to procure or maintain policies providing  the 

required coverages, conditions, and limits shall constitute a material breach of contract 
upon which the City may immediately terminate the contract, or at its discretion may 
procure or renew any such policy or any extended reporting period thereto and may pay 
any and all premiums in connection therewith, and all monies so paid by the City shall be 

61



4  

repaid by Consultant to the City upon demand, or the City may offset the cost of the 
premiums against any monies due to Consultant from the City. 

 
7.5 The parties understand and agree that the City is relying on, and does not waive or intend 

to waive by any provision of this contract, the monetary limitations (presently $150,000 
per person and $600,000 per occurrence) or any other rights, immunities, and protections 
provided by the Colorado Governmental Immunity Act, § 24-10-101 et seq., 10 C.R.S., 
as from time to time amended, or otherwise available to the City, its officers, or its 
employees. 

 
8.0       INDEMNIFICATION 

 
To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Consultant agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the 
City, and its elected and appointed officers and its employees, from and against all liability, 
claims, and demands, on account of any injury, loss, or damage, which arise out of or are 
connected with the services hereunder, if such injury, loss, or damage is caused by the negligent 
act, omission, or other fault of the Consultant or any subcontractor of the Consultant, or any 
officer, employee, or agent of the Consultant or any subcontractor, or any other person for whom 
Consultant is responsible. With the exception of professional liability insurance claims, the 
Consultant shall investigate, handle, respond to, and provide defense for and defend against any 
such liability, claims, and demands. The Consultant shall further bear all other costs and 
expenses incurred by the City or Consultant and related to any such liability, claims  and 
demands, including but not limited to court costs, expert witness fees and attorneys’ fees if the 
court determines that these incurred costs and expenses are related to such negligent acts, errors, 
and omissions or other fault of the Consultant. The City shall be entitled to its costs and 
attorneys’ fees incurred in any action to enforce the provisions of this Section 8.0. The 
Consultant’s indemnification obligation shall not be construed to extend to any injury, loss, or 
damage which is caused by the act, omission, or other fault of the City. 
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9.0      QUALITY OF WORK 
 
Consultant’s professional services shall be in accordance with the prevailing standard of practice 
normally exercised in the performance of services of a similar nature in the Denver metropolitan 
area. 

 
10.0    INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 

 
Consultant and any persons employed by Consultant for the performance of work hereunder 
shall be independent contractors and not agents of the City. Any provisions in this Agreement 
that may appear to give the City the right to direct Consultant as to details of doing work or to 
exercise a measure of control over the work mean that Consultant shall follow the direction of 
the City as to end results of the work only. As an independent contractor, Consultant is not 
entitled to workers' compensation benefits except as may be provided by the independent 
contractor nor to unemployment insurance benefits unless unemployment compensation 
coverage is provided by the independent contractor or some other entity. The Consultant 
is obligated to pay all federal and state income tax on any moneys earned or paid pursuant 
to this contract. 

 

11.0     ASSIGNMENT 
 
Consultant shall not assign or delegate this Agreement or any portion thereof, or any monies due 
to or become due hereunder without the City’s prior written consent. 

 
12.0    DEFAULT 

 
Each and every term and condition hereof shall be deemed to be a material element of this 
Agreement. In the event either party should fail or refuse to perform according to the terms of 
this Agreement, such party may be declared in default. 

 
13.0    TERMINATION 

 
13.1 This Agreement may be terminated by either party for material breach or default of this 

Agreement by the other party not caused by any action or omission of the other party by 
giving the other party written notice at least thirty (30) days in advance of the termination 
date. Termination pursuant to this subsection shall not prevent either party from 
exercising any other legal remedies which may be available to it. 
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13.2 In addition to the foregoing, this Agreement may be terminated by the City for its 
convenience and without cause of any nature by giving written notice at least fifteen (15) 
days in advance of the termination date. In the event of such termination, the Consultant 
will be paid for the reasonable value of the services rendered to the date of termination, 
not to exceed a pro-rated daily rate, for the services rendered to the date of termination, 
and upon such payment, all obligations of the City to the Consultant under this 
Agreement will cease. Termination pursuant to this Subsection shall not prevent either 
party from exercising any other legal remedies which may be available to it. 

 
14.0    INSPECTION AND AUDIT 

 
The City and its duly authorized representatives shall have access to any books, documents, 
papers, and records of the Consultant that are related to this Agreement for the purpose of 
making audits, examinations, excerpts, and transcriptions. 

 
15.0     DOCUMENTS 

 
All computer input and output, analyses, plans, documents photographic images, tests, maps, 
surveys, electronic files and written material of any kind generated in the performance of this 
Agreement or developed for the City in performance of the Services are and shall remain the sole 
and exclusive property of the City. All such materials shall be promptly provided to the City 
upon request therefor and at the time of termination of this Agreement, without further charge or 
expense to the City. Consultant shall not provide copies of any such material to any other party 
without the prior written consent of the City. 

 
16.0     ENFORCEMENT 

 
16.1 In the event that suit is brought upon this Agreement to enforce its terms, the prevailing 

party shall be entitled to its reasonable attorneys’ fees and related court costs. 
 
16.2 Colorado law shall apply to the construction and enforcement of this Agreement. The 

parties agree to the jurisdiction and venue of the courts of Boulder County in connection 
with any dispute arising out of or in any matter connected with this Agreement. 
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17.0     COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS; WORK BY ILLEGAL ALIENS PROHIBITED 
 
17.1 Consultant shall be solely responsible for compliance with all applicable federal, state, 

and local laws, including the ordinances, resolutions, rules, and regulations of the City; 
for payment of all applicable taxes; and obtaining and keeping in force all applicable 
permits and approvals. 

 
17.2 Exhibit A, the “City of Louisville Public Services Contract Addendum-Prohibition 

Against Employing Illegal Aliens”, is attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference. There is also attached hereto a copy of Consultant’s Pre-Contract Certification 
which Consultant has executed and delivered to the City prior to Consultant’s execution 
of this Agreement. 

 
18.0     INTEGRATION AND AMENDMENT 

 
This Agreement represents the entire Agreement between the parties and there are no oral or 
collateral agreements or understandings. This Agreement may be amended only by an 
instrument in writing signed by the parties. 

 
19.0     NOTICES 

 
All notices required or permitted under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be given by 
hand delivery, by United States first class mail, postage prepaid, registered or certified, return 
receipt requested, by national overnight carrier, or by facsimile transmission, addressed to the 
party for whom it is intended at the following address: 

If to the City: 

City of Louisville 
Attn: Cory Peterson 
749 Main Street 
Louisville, Colorado 80027 
Telephone: (303) 335-4607 
Fax: (303) 335-4550 

 
If to the Consultant: 

 
 Hatch Mott MacDonald 
 198 Union Blvd, Suite 200 
 Lakewood, Co 80228 
 Telephone: (303) 831-4700 
 
 
Any such notice or other communication shall be effective when received as indicated on the 
delivery receipt, if by hand delivery or overnight carrier; on the United States mail return receipt, 
if by United States mail; or on facsimile transmission receipt. Either party may by similar notice 
given, change the address to which future notices or other communications shall be sent. 
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20.0 EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
 
20.1 Consultant will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment 

because of race, color, religion, age, sex, disability or national origin. Consultant will 
take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed and that employees are 
treated during employment without regard to their race, color, religion, age, sex, 
disability, or national origin. Such action shall include but not be limited to the 
following: employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recruitment 
advertising, layoff or termination; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and 
selection for training, including apprenticeship. Consultant agrees to post in conspicuous 
places, available to employees and applicants for employment, notice to be provided by 
an agency of the federal government, setting forth the provisions of the Equal 
Opportunity Laws. 

 
20.2 Consultant shall be in compliance with the applicable provisions of the American with 

Disabilities Act of 1990 as enacted and from time to time amended and any other 
applicable federal, state, or local laws and regulations. A signed, written certificate 
stating compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act may be requested at any 
time during the life of this Agreement or any renewal thereof. 

 
In witness whereof, the parties have executed this Agreement to be effective as of the day and year 
of signed by the City. 

 
CITY OF LOUISVILLE, CONSULTANT 
a Colorado Municipal Corporation 

 
 

By:_    
Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 

By:     

Title:     

Attest:    
Nancy Varra, City Clerk 
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Exhibit A 
 

City of Louisville Public Services Contract Addendum 
Prohibition Against Employing Illegal Aliens 

 
 
Prohibition Against Employing Illegal Aliens. Contractor shall not knowingly employ  or 
contract with an illegal alien to perform work under this contract.  Contractor shall not enter into 
a contract with a subcontractor that fails to certify to the Contractor that the subcontractor shall 
not knowingly employ or contract with an illegal alien to perform work under this contract. 

 
Contractor will participate in either the E-verify program or the Department program, as defined 
in C.R.S. § § 8-17.5-101(3.3) and 8-17.5-101(3.7), respectively, in order to confirm the 
employment eligibility of all employees who are newly hired for employment to perform work 
under the public contract for services. Contractor is prohibited from using the E-verify program 
or the Department program procedures to undertake pre-employment screening of job applicants 
while this contract is being performed. 

 
If Contractor obtains actual knowledge that a subcontractor performing work under this contract 
for services knowingly employs or contracts with an illegal alien, Contractor shall: 

 
a. Notify the subcontractor and the City within three days that the Contractor has 

actual knowledge that the subcontractor is employing or contracting with  an 
illegal alien; and 

 
b. Terminate the subcontract with the subcontractor if within three days of receiving 

the notice required pursuant to this paragraph the subcontractor does not stop 
employing or contracting with the illegal alien; except that the Contractor shall 
not terminate the contract with the subcontractor if during such three days the 
subcontractor provides information to establish that the subcontractor has not 
knowingly employed or contracted with an illegal alien. 

 
Contractor shall comply with any reasonable request by the Department of Labor and 
Employment made in the course of an investigation that the Department is undertaking pursuant 
to the authority established in C.R.S. § 8-17.5-102(5). 

 
If Contractor violates a provision of this Contract required pursuant to C.R.S. § 8-17.5-102, City 
may terminate the contract for breach of contract. If the contract is so terminated, the Contractor 
shall be liable for actual and consequential damages to the City. 

67



10  

 

Pre-Contract Certification in Compliance with C.R.S. Section 8-17.5-102(1) 
 
The undersigned hereby certifies as follows: 

 
That at the time of providing this certification, the undersigned does not knowingly employ or 
contract with an illegal alien; and that the undersigned will participate in the E-Verify program 
or the Department program, as defined in C.R.S. § § 8-17.5-101(3.3) and 8-17.5-101(3.7), 
respectively, in order to confirm the employment eligibility of all employees who are newly 
hired for employment to perform under the public contract for services. 

 
Proposer: 

 
 

 
 

By 
 

 

Title: 
 

 
 

 
 

Date 
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Exhibit B – Scope of Services 
 

 
{Inserted Scope of Services}
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WORK PLAN 
City of Louisville Sid Copeland Water Treatment Plant High Zone Pump Station 
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WORK PLAN            
In the following section we have detailed our proposed Work Plan for the Sid 
Copeland Water Treatment Plant High Zone Pump Station Project. The plan is 
divided into three categories: Preliminary Design (30%), Design, and 
Construction Administration. In addition, we have detailed the project 
deliverables at the end of this section. We anticipate a Preliminary Design and 
Design schedule of 5 months. Rob Anderson, will be responsible for cost and 
schedule control. Rob Demis, will provide detailed design reviews and quality 
control.  

1) Preliminary Design (30%) 
The current high zone pump station is aging and in disrepair.  In addition, the 
piping arrangement and suction hydraulics limit operations. The pump centerline 
is set about 10 feet above the low zone tank floor, reducing the effective tank 
volume and contributing to pump cavitation.  A new pump station at a 
downgradient location, as depicted in the pump station profile, would eliminate 
the operational issues and provide better O&M access. The approximate station 
location and piping modifications are presented in Figure 1.   

Pump Station Profile 
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The project will begin with a review of potential rehabilitation options; most likely 
reaffirming the City’s plan of station replacement. The preliminary design effort 
will start with a review of hydraulics and interconnecting systems arriving at a 
scheme that will meet the City’s transmission and system integration 
requirements. Some of the key preliminary design elements are listed at left. 
Pumping concepts including: number, size and variable flow controls will be 
evaluated. 
In working with staff, a preferred pumping scheme will be selected for the 30% 
design submittal. Conceptual building layouts will be drafted, along with 
preliminary piping schematics and grading plans. Other key preliminary design 
tasks include: 
 
 Utility locates and pot-holes (Note: A minimal number of pipes are effected 

at the propose site. We anticipate limited pot-holing for select verifications.) 
 Design survey – 1-foot contour mapping 
 Geotechnical Investigation – bore holes, testing, design recommendations 

and final report 
 Architectural Renderings for City Planning Submittal 
 Drainage evaluation following the City Standards 

 

 

 

 

Key Preliminary Design Elements: 
 Kick-off meeting – understand 

staff project goals and constraints 
 Evaluate current pump station 

and assess value of rehabilitation 
 Hydraulic pumping analysis and 

modeling  
 Mid-zone interconnection 

evaluation 
 Evaluate Backwash Pump 

interconnections and impacts  
 Verify adequate suction head for 

new pump arrangement and 
possible new building location 

 Review pumping arrangement 
alternatives 

 Conceptual layouts 

Possible Pump Station Building Plan 
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  Page | 8  
 

2) Design 
The design will be prepared to include 60%, 100% and final submittals, along 
with the required City Planning documentation. 
The design will include the following major items:  
 Buried utility improvements 
 Pump station foundation and superstructure  
 Architecture matching the surrounding buildings 
 Process piping 
 Grading and drainage improvements  
 SCADA control integration 
 Coordination with CDPHE  
 

 
3) Construction Administration  
The project is planned for construction assuming a 8-month duration. HMM will 
coordinate the responses to RFIs, review shop drawings, attend bi-weekly 
meetings, coordinate contract modifications, provide part-time inspection, and 
prepare as-built drawings. Assuming some miscellaneous down time, we have 
estimated 8 hours per week of part-time inspection at a 6-month duration. Our 
Project Engineer, Scott Forrester, will also be our resident project 
representative (field observer). We anticipate being at the site two times a 
week so as to ensure the project remains on schedule with high quality 
construction practices.  

Project Deliverables:  
 Pump station alternatives 

evaluation and tech memo  
 New Pump Station Architectural 

Renderings  
 Meeting minutes (design & 

construction bi-weekly)  
 Utility locates & pot-hole summary 
 Topographic survey 
 Geotechnical report 
 Drainage evaluation & tech memo 
 Planning submittal 
 30% submittal documents 
 60% submittal documents 
 100% submittal documents 
 Final documents  
 Construction (RFIs, inspection 

reports, and shop reviews) 
 As-built drawings 

Possible Pump Station Section 
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EXHIBIT C 
 

{Inserted Consultant Service Pricing} 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 8A 

SUBJECT: OLDER AMERICANS MONTH PROCLAMATION 
 
DATE:  MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: KATIE BEASLEY, SENIOR SERVICES SUPERVISOR 
   JOE STEVENS, PARKS AND RECREATION DIRECTOR 
 
 
SUMMARY:  
Each May, the Administration for Community Living celebrates Older Americans Month 
to recognize older Americans for their contributions to the nation. The theme for Older 
Americans Month 2016: Blaze a Trail. 
 
The City of Louisville will host its annual luncheon on Wednesday, May 18, from 12:00-
1:00 p.m. in honor of Older Americans Month.  
 
Members of the Senior Advisory Board are: Debby Fahey, Dianne Bernier, Rosie 
Gilbert, Cassandra Volpe, Dede King, Doris Fasbender, Doris Maruna, Denny Ferrera, 
Greg Fickbohm and the Aging Advisory Council Representative Sandy Stewart.   
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:   
None 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
Proclaim May 2016 as Older Americans Month in the City of Louisville.  Senior Services 
staff and members of the Seniors of Louisville Advisory Board will be present to accept 
the proclamation.  
 
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

1. Older Americans Month Proclamation, May 2016 
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OLDER AMERICANS MONTH PROCLAMATION 
MAY 2016 

 
Whereas, Louisville includes a community of older Americans who deserve recognition for 
their contributions to our nation; and  
 
Whereas, Louisville recognizes that older adults are trailblazers—advocating for themselves, 
their peers, and their communities—paving the way for future generations; and  
 
Whereas, Louisville is committed to raising awareness about issues facing older Americans 
and helping all individuals to thrive in communities of their choice for as long as possible; and 
 
Whereas, we appreciate the value of inclusion and support in helping older adults successfully 
contribute to and benefit from their communities; and 
 
Whereas, our community can provide opportunities to enrich the lives of individuals of all ages 
by:  

• Promoting and engaging in activity, wellness, and social involvement. 
• Emphasizing home- and community-based services that support independent 

living. 
• Ensuring community members can benefit from the contributions and experience 

of older adults. 
 
Now therefore, I, Robert P. Muckle, mayor of Louisville, Colorado do hereby proclaim May 
2016 to be Older Americans Month. I urge every resident to take time this month to 
acknowledge older adults and the people who serve them as powerful and vital individuals who 
greatly contribute to our community. 
 
 
DATED this 3rd day May 2016 
     ___________________________ 
     Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
     ___________________________ 
     Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 8B  

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE NO. 1718, SERIES 2016 – AN ORDINANCE 
AMENDING SECTIONS 5.10.140 AND 5.11.150 OF THE 
LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE TO EXPAND HOURS OF 
OPERATION FOR MEDICAL MARIJUANA CENTERS AND 
RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES – 2nd Reading - Public Hearing – 
Advertised Daily Camera 04/24/2016 

 
DATE:  MAY 3, 2016 
 
PRESENTED BY: CAROL HANSON, CITY CLERK’S OFFICE 
 
 
SUMMARY: 
Currently, the Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) restricts the hours of operation for a 
medical marijuana center to hours between 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.  Retail 
marijuana stores may be open for business between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 
8:00 p.m.  State law allows both to be open until midnight and provides local 
authorities the option of being more restrictive with the hours of operation. 
 
On March 28, 2016, the Local Licensing Authority (LLA) discussed changing the 
hours of operation for both medical and recreational marijuana businesses.  The 
Police Department reported the two businesses currently in town have caused little 
impact on their workload and they have no reason to object to the increased hours.  
The two current businesses are in an area of town, just off of US 36, where any 
traffic impact will be minimal to residential areas.  After review, the LLA proposes 
changing the Code to allow both medical and recreational marijuana centers to stay 
open until midnight.   
 
Boulder currently allows marijuana businesses to be open until 7 p.m. and Lafayette 
recently expanded the hours until 10 p.m.   
 
The attached ordinance would amend the LMC to allow a change of hours for 
medical and recreational marijuana stores. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Approve Ordinance No. 1718, Series 2016  
 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

1. Ordinance No. 1718, Series 2016  
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Ordinance No. 1718, Series 2016 
Page 1 of 3 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 1718 

SERIES 2016 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 5.10.140 AND 5.11.150 OF THE 

LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE TO EXPAND HOURS OF OPERATION FOR 

MEDICAL MARIJUANA CENTERS AND RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES  

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Louisville is a Colorado home rule municipal corporation duly 

organized and existing under laws of the State of Colorado and the City Charter; and 

WHEREAS, the City has previously adopted Chapters 5.10 and 5.11 of the Louisville 

Municipal Code to regulate the operation of medical and retail marijuana establishments; and  

 

WHEREAS, Sections 5.10.140 and 5.11.150 of the Louisville Municipal Code establish 

hours of operation during which medical marijuana centers and retail marijuana stores may be 

open; and   

 

WHEREAS, the City desires to expand the hours of operation that medical marijuana 

centers and retail marijuana stores may be open; and  

 

WHEREAS, the Louisville Local Licensing Authority has reviewed the amendments set 

forth herein and has recommended the City Council approve the amendments set forth in this 

ordinance;  

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 

 

Section 1.  Section 5.10.140 of the Louisville Municipal Code is hereby amended to 

read as follows (words added are underlined; words deleted are stricken through): 

 

Sec. 5.10.140. - Hours of operation. 

 

Medical marijuana centers may be open for business only between the 

hours of 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. 12:00 a.m. 

 

Section 2.  Section 5.11.150 of the Louisville Municipal Code is hereby amended to 

read as follows (words added are underlined; words deleted are stricken through): 

 

Sec. 5.11.150. - Hours of operation. 

 

Retail marijuana stores may be open for business only between the hours 

of 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. 12:00 a.m.   

Section 3. If any portion of this ordinance is held to be invalid for any reason, such 

decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.  The City 

79



Ordinance No. 1718, Series 2016 
Page 2 of 3 

 

Council hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each part hereof 

irrespective of the fact that any one part be declared invalid. 

Section 4. The repeal or modification of any provision of the Municipal Code of the 

City of Louisville by this ordinance shall not release, extinguish, alter, modify, or change in whole 

or in part any penalty, forfeiture, or liability, either civil or criminal, which shall have been incurred 

under such provision, and each provision shall be treated and held as still remaining in force for the 

purpose of sustaining any and all proper actions, suits, proceedings, and prosecutions for the 

enforcement of the penalty, forfeiture, or liability, as well as for the purpose of sustaining any 

judgment, decree, or order which can or may be rendered, entered, or made in such actions, suits, 

proceedings, or prosecutions. 

 

Section 5. All other ordinances or portions thereof inconsistent or conflicting with this 

ordinance or any portion hereof are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or conflict. 

 

 

   INTRODUCED, READ, PASSED ON FIRST READING, AND ORDERED 

PUBLISHED this ______ day of __________________, 2016. 

 

 

 

      ______________________________ 

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Light | Kelly, P.C., City Attorney 
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Page 3 of 3 

 

 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED ON SECOND AND FINAL READING, this ______ day of 

__________________, 2016. 

 

 

      ______________________________ 

      Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
AGENDA ITEM 8C 

SUBJECT: COAL CREEK STATION 

1. ORDINANCE NO. 1719, SERIES 2016 – AN ORDINANCE 
APPROVING THE VACATION OF CERTAIN STREETS, 
ALLEYS AND SIDEWALK, ACCESS, AND OTHER 
EASEMENTS WITHIN THE PLATS OF CALEDONIA 
PLACE, ROBERT DIGIACOMO ADDITION AND COAL 
CREEK STATION FILING NO. 2 IN THE CITY OF 
LOUISVILLE – 1ST Reading – Set Public Hearing 
05/17/2016 

 
2. RESOLUTION NO. 24, SERIES 2016 – A RESOLUTION 

APPROVING A FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT AND FINAL 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) FOR AN 
APPROXIMATE 11 ACRE PARCEL OF THE CALEDONIA 
PLACE AND COAL CREEK STATION SUBDIVISIONS 
INCLUDING 51 RESIDENTIAL UNITS AND 29,472 
SQUARE FEET OF COMMERCIAL SPACE- CONTINUE 
TO 05/17/2016 

DATE: MAY 3, 2016 

PRESENTED BY: SCOTT ROBINSON, PLANNER II  
PLANNING AND BUILDING SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

 

 

S. 10
4

th St 

South Boulder Rd 

H
w

y
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2
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t 

Harper St 
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

SUBJECT:  ORDINANCE NO. 1719, SERIES 2016 & RESOLUTION NO. 24, SERIES 2016 

DATE: MAY 3, 2016 

DATE:  OCTOBER 10, 2013 

PAGE 2 OF 17 

 
SUMMARY:  
The applicant, BVZ Architects, proposes to develop the Coal Creek Station property as 
a mixed use project.  The property is 10.97 acres and was platted as part of the 
Caledonia Place subdivision in 1890.  Parts of the property were replatted over time to 
allow for commercial development, including the railroad car restaurant, the Louisville 
Cyclery building, the former 7-11 building, and the Tim’s Trains building.  The small 
building that houses Precision Pours is on a separate lot and not part of this 
development.  The remainder of the property is vacant. 
 
The proposed development includes 29,472 square feet of commercial space, replacing 
13,440 square feet of existing commercial space for a net increase of 16,032 square 
feet.  The request includes 51 residential units: 34 as duplexes and 17 as townhomes.  
 
The property is located within the Highway 42 Revitalization Area and was rezoned in 
accordance with Chapter 17.14 – Mixed Use Zone District in the Louisville Municipal 
Code (LMC) at the time of preliminary plat and PUD approval in 2013.  Section 
17.28.180 of the LMC requires final PUD applications be submitted within one year of 
preliminary PUD approval.  The preliminary PUD was approved by City Council July 2, 
2013 and the final PUD application was received by the City on January 31, 2014.  The 
final PUD application has been under review in the intervening two years. Because the 
application was received less than one year after preliminary approval, the preliminary 
PUD is still valid.   
 
REQUEST: 
The applicant requests a final plat and PUD to allow for the placement of 51 residential 
units and 29,472 square feet of commercial space.  The proposal includes residential 
density at 6.9 units per acre, below the minimum of 12 units per acre required by 
zoning. The preliminary PUD included a request for 34,335 square feet of commercial, 
so the current request includes a reduction of 4,863 square feet of commercial space 
and no change in the number of residential units.  The changes are broken down below: 
 

Commercial Preliminary Final Difference Change 

Building A 8,010 SF 6,430 SF -1,580 SF -20% 

Building B 11,450 SF 8,995 SF -2,455 SF -21% 

Building C 9,575 SF 8,750 SF -825 SF -9% 

Building D 5,300 SF 5,297 SF -3 SF -0.1% 

Residential Units    

Duplex 34 34 0 N/A 

Townhouse 17 17 0 N/A 

 
Zoning 
The property was rezoned at the time of preliminary approval in accordance with the 
Land Use Plan referenced as Exhibit A in Section 17.14.020 of the LMC.  The property 
is in the Highway 42 Revitalization Area and is governed by chapter 17.14 of the LMC 
and the Mixed Use Development Design Standards and Guidelines (MUDDSG).   
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Land Use Plan (Exhibit A) and Zoning 

 
Final Subdivision Plat  
Blocks 
The proposed block layout complies with the MUDDSG and matches in scale and style 
with the existing residential neighborhood to the south.  The eastern residential portion 
matches the north-south lot orientation of the Nicola DiGiacomo subdivision immediately 
to the south, while the western portion matches the east-west lot orientation of 
Caledonia Place.  The block lengths and widths are appropriate, and alley access is 
provided for all residential units.  The commercial section follows the requirements of 
the MUDDSG by moving the buildings to the street adjacent to South Boulder Road and 
providing parking behind the buildings. 
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Streets and Alleys 
The proposed streets are intended to serve local traffic and provide alternative routes 
for a small amount of through-traffic.  As such, the streets are narrow and designed to 
accommodate on-street parking.  The street sections have been approved by the Public 
Works Department.  Sidewalks are provided on both sides of the streets, except for the 
southeast portion of Front Street where there is limited right-of-way.  Bicycle traffic will 
be handled on-street and the low speeds and traffic volumes will provide for a safe 
environment without the need for dedicated bike lanes or a separate trail. 
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The applicant proposes realigning the southern east-west portion of Cannon Circle to 
better serve the development, meet signal spacing requirements to allow for a traffic 
signal on Highway 42, and to align with the access to the Harney/Lastoka Open Space 
east of Highway 42.  The signal would only be installed if it meets warrant requirements 
with CDOT.  Business access to Fordyce Auto will be provided by access easements 
across Lot 1, Block 1, and a right-in-right-out access will be maintained at the location of 
the current intersection of Cannon Circle and Highway 42 to allow for truck access to 
Fordyce Auto.  The owner of Fordyce Auto has agreed to these changes with the 
condition that the turning templates be reviewed to ensure trucks can navigate the 
entrance. 
 
The alley at the south side of the property, just north of Little Italy, is an existing platted 
but unimproved City alley.  There was a condition of approval on the preliminary PUD 
that property concerns for the alley be addressed before final PUD.  The applicant has 
acquired the remnant railroad parcels and redesigned the alley to go around the private 

Fordyce Auto 

New signalized 

intersection 

Existing access 

to be maintained 

for trucks (right-

in-right-out) 
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property on the west side.  There was also a condition that maintenance of the alley be 
determined before final PUD due to the unusual design of the alley, including the dead 
end on the east side, and the private portion on the west side. Staff recommends a 
condition requiring the HOA to maintain the alley. 
 
 

 
 
Another condition placed on the preliminary approval was that turning radii be provided 
to ensure fire trucks and other large vehicles could navigate the intersections.  The 
applicant provided the requested information; however, the Louisville Fire Protection 
District requests additional information in a memo dated February 18, 2016, which is 
attached.  Staff recommends a condition of approval that the applicant satisfy the 
requests in the memo before review by City Council. 
 
The Public Works department has reviewed the revised submittal and noted numerous 
items that need to be addressed in the attached memo dated April 7, 2016.  Planning 
and Public Works staff think that these issues will not significantly impact the design or 
functioning of the development.  Staff recommends a condition requiring the applicant to 
comply with the items in the memo before recordation of the plat and PUD. 
 
Public Land Dedication 

The property was originally platted as part of the Caledonia Place Subdivision (1890).  It 

has been staff’s practice on past proposals to recommend City Council waive the land 

dedication requirements identified in Section 16.16.060 of the LMC for projects that 

have been previously platted in the City.   

Additionally, the applicant is providing a privately maintained public trail and park space 
as shown on the Land Use Map Exhibit A. No additional park space was identified as 
needed in the City of Louisville’s 2011 Park Recreation Open Space and Trails Master 
Plan (PROST). Finally, LMC Chapter 3.18 requires that new development pay impact 
fees to mitigate the increased demand on City services, including parks and open 
space.  This development will be required to pay those impact fees at the time building 
permits are issued.   
 

Redesigned Alley 
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Vacations 
Several easement and right-of-way vacations are required to accommodate the plan 
and clean up remnants from previous plats and developments.  These are executed by 
the proposed ordinance.  In addition, the realignment of Cannon Circle will require a 
separate transaction between the City and the property owner.  Staff recommends a 
condition that such transaction occurs before the recordation of the plat. 
 
Final PUD Development Plan 
Land Use  
The proposed land uses comply with the proposed zoning and LMC Chapter 17.14, 
except for the residential density.  LMC Section 17.14.060 sets the minimum residential 
density in the MU-R district at 12 units per acres; the applicant is requesting a density of 
6.9 units per acre.   
 
Section 17.14.090(A)(2)(b)(i) of the LMC allows for waivers or modifications to the 
underlying zoning requirements through the PUD process if “the proposed development 
represents an improvement in site and building design over that which could be 
accomplished through strict compliance with otherwise applicable district standards.” 
 
Staff finds the waiver for reduced density justified because the reduced density will 
provide a better transition between the commercial development and the existing 
residential neighborhoods to the south.  Also, this development is outside the quarter-
mile influence area for the proposed FasTracks station where the higher density 
associated with transit-oriented development is not necessary and will likely not impact 
ridership.   
 
At the time of the preliminary approval, the use table in section 17.14.050 of the LMC 
was modified to allow duplexes as a use by right north of Griffith Street.  The duplexes 
and triplexes proposed in the development plan comply with the municipal code as 
amended. 
 
Section 17.14.050(D) of the LMC requires a minimum of two different principal uses in 
the MU-R district for projects larger than five acres.  The proposal includes three 
principal uses in the MU-R district: Duplexes, Multi-unit dwellings (apartment, 
condominium, townhome), and Public squares, plazas, and community amenities. 
 
Specific tenants or uses have not been identified for the commercial portion of the 
development, but the site design and buildings would allow uses compatible with the 
zoning.  At the time tenants are identified, staff will ensure the proposed uses are 
allowed in the use table in section 17.14.050 of the LMC. 
 
Bulk and Dimension Standards  
The proposed development complies with the yard and bulk standards of LMC Chapter 
17.14 and the MUDDSG, except as noted below in which the applicant is requesting 
waivers under LMC Section 17.14.090. 
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The MU-R zone district requires 40% minimum lot coverage, a maximum front setback 
of 10 feet, and a requirement that at least 70% of the street-facing property lines contain 
buildings.  The proposed lot coverage for the residential lots varies between 30% and 
40%.  The front setback for most lots is 12 feet, though some lots have significantly 
larger front setbacks where the roads start to curve, going to 30 feet.  The 70% frontage 
requirement is met on most lots, but there are a few lots with larger, curved front lot 
lines where the frontage drops to around 60%.  Considering the reduced density, these 
modifications to the yard and bulk standards are justified to make an attractive and 
functional development. 
 

Waiver Requirement Request 

Lot coverage 40% 30% 

Front Setback 10 feet 30 feet 

Lot line coverage 70% 60% 

 
Where the southern alley has been realigned the rear setback for the adjacent 
structures is reduced to seven feet.  This complies with the residential protection 
standards of the MUDDSG, which require at least 15 feet from the rear lot line of the 
RM properties.  The structures would be 27 feet from the rear lot line of the RM 
properties. 
 
The residential setbacks on the cover sheet of the PUD represent the minimum 
conditions in the development.  Staff recommends a condition that the notation be 
modified to show the standard condition with exceptions for the minimums.  This would 
include changing the rear setback requirement to 20 feet, with an exception of seven 
feet allowed for the properties adjacent to the realigned alley.  It would also include 
modifying the side setback to state the standard is five feet, except zero may be allowed 
for buildings that straddle lot lines. 
 
There are four units in two duplexes proposed for the area zoned RM.  In RM, the 
minimum lot size is 7,000 square feet, with a minimum lot area per dwelling unit of 
3,500 square feet.  The four lots on which the units will sit, plus the surrounding outlot, 
total more than 17,000 square feet, giving over 4,250 square feet per unit.  However, 
because each unit is on its own lot, none of the lots meet the 7,000 square foot 
minimum size requirement, or the 60 foot minimum width requirement.  Waivers to the 
lot size, lot area per unit, and lot width requirements are therefore required. 
 
 
 

 Required Requested 

Minimum lot size 7,000 sq ft 2,800 sq ft 

Minimum lot are per unit 3,500 sq ft 2,800 sq ft 

Minimum lot width 60 ft 26 ft 
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Area zoned RM 

 
Because of the small lots and shared walls of the duplexes, there are also waivers 
required for setbacks and lot coverage.   
 

Setback Required Requested 

Front 25’ 13’ 

Side 7’ 0’ (shared wall) 

  5’ (exterior wall) 

Rear 25’ 20’ 

Lot Coverage 35% 50% 

 
These waivers will allow the units in the RM area to match the rest of the proposed 
development while still providing an appropriate transition from the established Little 
Italy neighborhood.  The overall scale and density will be the same as is allowed by 
right in the RM district. 
 
In the MU-CC zone district the minimum lot coverage is 30% and the maximum setback 
is 60 feet from Highway 42 or South Boulder Road and 30 feet from interior streets.  
The proposed lot coverage for Lot 1, Block 1, on which Building D sits, is 10%.  The 
setback to Highway 42 is 120 feet, while the setbacks to Cannon Circle are 32 feet to 
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the south and 111 feet to the west.  The low lot coverage and large setbacks are 
caused in part by the easement required to provide access to Fordyce Auto, and in part 
by the circulation requirements of a drive-through restaurant.  Given the location, 
constraints, and surrounding development, staff recommends these waivers be 
approved. 
 

 
 

Waiver Requirement Request 

Lot Coverage 30% 10% 

Hwy 42 setback 60 feet 120 feet 

Cannon Cir setback 30 feet 111 feet 

 
As noted above, the size of the commercial buildings has been reduced between the 
preliminary and final submittals.  As such, buildings A and B no longer meet the 
minimum lot coverage requirement either, covering 25% and 24% of their lots 
respectively.  Building C meets the minimum lot coverage requirement, covering 31% of 
the lot, and buildings A, B, and C meet all of the other bulk and dimension standards.  
The applicant has requested waivers for the lot coverage requirement for buildings A 
and B.   
 
According to the applicant, “the retail spaces have intentionally been sized to promote 
smaller retail users which will be more in keeping with a neighborhood setting.”  The 
amount of parking and drive aisle on each lot has remained the same.  The space that 
was formerly part of the buildings has been converted to additional plaza and landscape 
area.  Because the applicant is providing additional outdoor space to enhance the site 
design and provide more useable commercial space, staff recommends approval of the 
waivers. 
 
 

120’ 

32’ 

111’ 
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Height 
Section 17.14.060 of the LMC requires a minimum building height of 35 feet and two 
stories, while allowing a maximum height of 45 feet and three stories in both the CC and 
MU-R districts.  Section 17.12.040 of the LMC allows a maximum height of 35 feet in 
the RM zone district.  The applicant is proposing one story buildings in the CC district 
with a maximum height of 35 feet.  In the MU-R district, the duplexes would have two 
stories, with a maximum height of 35 feet and the townhomes would have three stories 
with a maximum height of 45 feet.  The RM district would only have duplexes with a 
maximum height of 35 feet. 
 
The applicant is requesting a waiver to allow one story buildings in the CC district, and 
buildings shorter than 35 feet in CC and MU-R.  Staff recommends approving these 
modifications under LMC Section 17.14.090 because the lower heights will be more 
compatible with the density of the development and the adjacent neighborhood.  The 
proposal complies with the height transition standards where abutting the RM zone 
district. 
 

 
 
 

1 Story 
35’ Max 

2 Stories 
35’ Max 

3 Stories 

45’ Max 
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Parking 
Under the MUDDSG, the development must provide 102 off-street parking spaces for 
the residential units, plus 7 guest spaces that may be provided on-street under Section 
4.1(C).  The applicant is proposing 102 off-street spaces and 40 on-street spaces in the 
residential area.  In the commercial area, Buildings A, B, and C meet the retail parking 
requirement of one space per 300 square feet, but Building D exceeds the maximum 
allowance of 1.25 spaces per 300 square feet for restaurants.  The applicant is 
proposing 23 spaces, or 1.3 spaces per 300 square feet, which is one more than the 
maximum allowed.  Staff recommends a waiver because of the use requested and the 
site design. 
 
As part of an earlier agreement, this development is required to provide two parking 
spaces to the former State Farm office building.  Those spaces are provided at the 
northwest corner of the development. 
 
Transportation 
The applicant has provided a Traffic Impact Analysis, which shows the traffic generated 
by the development will not adversely affect the surrounding roads.  The South Boulder 
Road and Highway 42 intersection will continue to operate at a peak hour Level of 
Service (LOS) C, its current LOS, through the year 2035.  The accesses to the 
development off of South Boulder Road and Highway 42 will operate at LOS A or B 
through 2035. 
 
The internal streets are adequate for site circulation.  The Cannon Circle connection will 
allow drivers going from eastbound South Boulder Road to southbound Highway 42 to 
avoid the signal at South Boulder Road and Highway 42, alleviating the need for a 
dedicated right turn lane at that intersection.  The connection of Front Street to Griffith 
Street will allow access to Downtown and the signal at Main Street and South Boulder 
Road. 
 
Parks, Recreation, Trails and Open Space 
The applicant proposes an expanded sidewalk along South Boulder Road.  This would 
serve as a connection from the trail proposed in the draft South Boulder Road small 
area plan from Cottonwood Park to the Main and South Boulder Road intersection to 
the existing sidewalk/trail along the north side of the Harney/Lastoka open space east of 
Hwy 42.  The portion of the sidewalk in front of Union Jack Liquor will not be expanded 
as it is not part of this development, but any future redevelopment of that lot will allow 
the path to be completed.  This proposal complies with the condition placed on the 
preliminary approval requiring provision of the expanded sidewalk. 
 
The applicant also proposes a trail through the development from the Front Street and 
South Boulder Road intersection to the Cannon Circle and Hwy 42 intersection.  
Through the center of the development, the trail will run through a landscaped buffer 
and common area between the residential and commercial portions of the site.  The 
applicant is proposing play areas and community gardens in the common area.  The 
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Parks and Recreation Department has reviewed the proposal and requested the trail not 
be dedicated to the City, but be maintained by the HOA. 
 
Urban Form 
The proposed development matches the desired urban form for the Revitalization Area.  
Except for Building D, the commercial structures are fronted towards the street with 
parking provided behind the building.  The residential units are on connected urban 
streets with alley access.  The proposed development will provide an attractive anchor 
to one of the most important intersections in the City while acting as a compatible 
neighbor to the adjacent established residential neighborhood. 
 

 
Building B 

 
The proposed commercial buildings comply with the design guidelines in the MUDDSG.  
They include significant glazing, a mix of compatible materials, and vertical and 
horizontal articulation.  Awnings and canopies are provided to help define the building 
entrances, and except for Building D, all four sides of the buildings are treated equally in 
design. 
 

 
 
The west and south elevations of Building D have less glazing and detailing, but still 
provide a mix of materials.  These larger areas of solid walls are to accommodate the 
drive-through function of the proposed building.  They would not be accessible to 
pedestrians and would be buffered by landscaping. 
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Residential Character Drawing 

 
Staff has not required the applicant to provide specific elevations for residential 
buildings in the PUD.  Specific designs are only required in PUDs for multi-family 
residential projects.  In addition, the MUDDSG does not include design guidelines for 
duplexes as they were not originally allowed in the Revitalization Area.  The applicant 
has provided a residential character drawing in the PUD, showing what the residential 
buildings are anticipated to look like.  The proposed designs appear to be compatible 
with the intent of the design guidelines and the surrounding areas.  To ensure 
compatibility, staff recommends a condition that the applicant add a note on the PUD 
stating residential buildings will comply with the design standards and guidelines for 
multi-family residential in section 10 of the MUDDSG to the maximum extent 
practicable.  These standards and guidelines address elements such as materials, 
glazing, roof forms, and porches. 
 
Signs 
Signage in the development would be governed by the Commercial Development 
Design Standards and Guidelines, as required by the MUDDSG.  The applicant is 
proposing halo-lit wall signs for the commercial buildings.  The PUD also includes 
monument signs to identify the project at the major entrances.  The design of the 
proposed monument signs complies with the CDDSG, however staff is concerned about 
the number.  The applicant is proposing two at each of the three major entrances, or six 
total.  The CDDSG does not give a limit on the number of monument signs for projects 
of this nature, but the City has usually limited monument signs to one per entrance.  
Staff recommends a condition to reduce the number of monument signs to three. 
 
Landscaping 
The applicant is proposing landscaping to buffer the development from South Boulder 
Road and Hwy 42, as required by the MUDDSG.  The proposal also includes 
landscaping and buffering for the parking lots, as required by the design guidelines.  
The landscaping around the commercial and residential buildings also meets the 
requirements of the MUDDSG. 
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FISCAL IMPACT: 
Staff modelled the fiscal impacts based on information provided by the applicant and 
standard information incorporated into the model.  The analysis compares results for 
two scenarios (3-Yr and 10-Yr Buildout) for the proposal.  Both scenarios demonstrate 
positive fiscal benefits to the City over the next 20-years.  The 3-Yr scenarios assume 
concurrent buildout of the residential and commercial portions of the project in the first 
three years, and the other assumes a delayed buildout of the commercial space over 10 
years.  The table on the following page summarizes the results. 
 

  Fast 

Buildout 

Slow 

Buildout Revenue by Fund 

General Fund  $2,146,000  $1,794,000  

Urban Revitalization District Fund $310,000  $274,000  

Open Spaces & Parks Fund $446,000  $380,000  

Lottery Fund $0  $0  

Historic Preservation Fund $154,000  $131,000  

Capital Projects Fund $1,493,000  $1,316,000  

TOTAL REVENUE $4,549,000  $3,895,000  

Expenditures by Fund     

General Fund  $370,000  $346,000  

Urban Revitalization District Fund $0  $0  

Open Spaces & Parks Fund $263,000  $204,000  

Lottery Fund $0  $0  

Historic Preservation Fund $154,000  $131,000  

Capital Projects Fund $898,000  $884,000  

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $1,685,000  $1,565,000  

NET FISCAL RESULT BY FUND     

General Fund  $1,776,000  $1,448,000  

Urban Revitalization District Fund $310,000  $274,000  

Open Spaces & Parks Fund $183,000  $176,000  

Lottery Fund $0  $0  

Historic Preservation Fund $0  $0  

Capital Projects Fund $595,000  $432,000  

NET FISCAL IMPACT $2,864,000  $2,330,000  

 
According to the model, the proposed development would yield a net positive fiscal 
impact of +$2,864,000 over a 20-year period, or +$143,200 per year if built out in three 
years, +$2,330,000 and +$116,500 if built over 10 years.   
 
PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION: 
The Planning Commission reviewed this submittal at its March 14, 2016 public hearing.  
Most public comments at the hearing focused on how the development would impact 
specific properties, particularly the truck access to the Fordyce property.  Planning 
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Commission supported the waiver requests and design of the project.  Following a 
discussion regarding the request, the Planning Commission voted to recommend the 
proposal to City Council by a 7 to 0 vote. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
Staff recommends approval of the requested final plat and final PUD for the 
development called Coal Creek Station.  The proposal would allow for the development 
of a mixed use project in the Highway 42 Revitalization Area with the following waivers: 
 

 Decreased residential density in the MU-R district 

 Decreased minimum lot coverage in the MU-R district 

 Increased maximum front setback in the MU-R district 

 Decreased minimum front lot line coverage in the MU-R district 

 Decreased minimum lot size, lot area per unit, and lot width in the RM district 

 Decreased minimum setbacks in the RM district 

 Increased maximum lot coverage in the RM district 

 Decreased minimum lot coverage for Buildings A, B, and D in the MU-CC district 

 Increased maximum setbacks for Building D in the MU-CC district 

 Increased maximum parking allowance for Building D in the MU-CC district 

 Decreased minimum height and story requirements in both MU-R and MU-CC 
districts 

 
Staff has determined the waivers are appropriate under LMC Section 17.14.090 to allow 
for an effective development given the location and surrounding land uses.   
 
Staff recommends City Council approve Ordinance No. 1719, Series 2016, and 
Resolution No. 24, Series 2016, a request approving a Final Plat and Planned Unit 
Development to allow for the construction of a mixed use development including 29,472 
square feet of commercial and 51 residential units at Coal Creek Station.  The 
resolution recommending approval includes the following conditions of approval: 
 

1. The southernmost alley will be maintained by the HOA. 
2. Satisfy the comments in the Louisville Fire Protection District memo dated 

February 18, 2016 before City Council final approval. 
3. Comply with Public Works comments in April 6, 2016 memo before recordation. 
4. Change the rear setback requirement to 20 feet, with an exception of seven feet 

allowed for the properties adjacent to the realigned alley.  Modify the side 
setback to state the standard is five feet, except zero may be allowed for 
buildings that straddle lot lines. 

5. Limit the number of monument signs to three. 
6. Add a note to the PUD that the residential buildings will comply with the design 

standards and guidelines in section 10 of the MUDDSG to the maximum extent 
practicable. 
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7. That applicant assure that the Truck Only entrance off of Highway 42 is designed 

so as to permit adequate access for trucks servicing the existing use at 1655 
Cannon Circle. 

8. Prior to recording of the plat, the subdivider and City shall enter into an 
agreement to effect the change in location of the Cannon Circle right-of-way, 
which shall be in a form acceptable to the City. 

 
ATTACHMENT(S): 

1. Ordinance No. 1719, Series 2016 
2. Resolution No. 24, Series 2016 
3. Application documents 
4. Final plat 
5. Final PUD  
6. February 18, 2016 Fire Department memo 
7. April 7, 2016 Public Works memo 
8. March 14, 2016 Planning Commission Draft Minutes 
9. Fiscal model assumptions 
10. Presentation 
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Ordinance No. 1719, Series 2016 

Page 1 of 4 
 

 ORDINANCE NO. 1719 

 SERIES 2016 

 

 AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE VACATION OF CERTAIN 

STREETS, ALLEYS AND SIDEWALK, ACCESS, AND OTHER 

EASEMENTS WITHIN THE PLATS OF CALEDONIA PLACE, THE 

ROBERT DIGIACOMO ADDITION TO THE TOWN OF LOUISVILLE, 

COLORADO, COAL CREEK STATION FILING NO. 1 AND COAL 

CREEK STATION FILING NO. 2 IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE 

 

 WHEREAS, by the plat of Caledonia Place, recorded December 20, 1890, in Plat Book 2, 

at Page 87, Boulder County Records, there was dedicated to the City certain streets and alleys; and   

 

 WHEREAS, by the plat of The Robert DiGiacomo Addition to the Town of Louisville, 

Colo, recorded November 28, 1939, in Plat Book 5, at Page 17, Boulder County Records, there was 

dedicated to the City a 20 foot alley adjacent to the north boundary of Lots 19 and 20, Block 1 of 

said plat;  and  

 

 WHEREAS, by the plat of the Coal Creek Station Filing No. 1, recorded July 30, 1976, in 

Plan File No. P-5 F-3 No.29, Boulder County Records, there was dedicated to the City a street 

right-of-way for what is now known as Cannon Circle; and  

 

 WHEREAS, by the plat of Coal Creek Station Filing No. 2, recorded December 28, 1978, 

in Plan File P-7 F-4 No. 3, Reception No. 316236,  Boulder County Records, there was dedicated to 

the City certain sidewalk easements, a 30-foot access easement, and a common area blanket 

easement within said subdivision;  and 

 

 WHEREAS, proper application has been made to the City for vacation of those specific 

streets, alleys and easements dedicated by the foregoing plats that lie within that area legally 

described on Exhibit A, and that are depicted on Exhibit B, attached hereto and incorporated herein 

by this reference; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the streets, alleys and easements for 

which vacation has been requested is not and has not been used or required as a roadway or 

thoroughfare for the public; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the streets, alleys and easements for 

which vacation is requested is not and will not be needed for any public purposes and will not be 

needed for any City utility or drainage purposes; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the streets, alleys and easements for 

which vacation is requested is not being used or held for park purposes or for any other 

governmental purposes; and 
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 WHEREAS, the City Council desires to approve the application and vacate the City’s 

interests in the streets, alleys and easements described herein for which vacation is requested, 

subject to the provisions of this Ordinance;  

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO: 

 

 Section 1. Subject to the provisions of Section 4 and 6 hereof, the City hereby vacates 

all of its interest in and to those certain public streets and alleys located within those portions of the 

Caledonia Place plat and Coal Creek Station Filing No. 1 lying within that certain area as legally 

described in Exhibit A and depicted in Exhibit B. Title to the portions of the vacated streets and 

alleys shall vest in the manner provided by law.  

 

 Section 2. Subject to the provisions of Section 4 and 6 hereon, the City further vacates 

all of its interest in that certain 60 foot by 20 foot portion of the alley adjacent to and lying north of 

the north boundary of Lots 19 and 20, Block 1 of plat of The Robert DiGiacomo Addition to the 

Town of Louisville, Colo, as depicted in Exhibit B. Title to such 60 by 20 vacated portion of alley 

shall vest in the manner provided by law.  

 

 Section 3. Subject to the provisions of Section 4 and 6 hereon, the City further vacates 

all of its interest in certain sidewalk easements, a 30-foot access easement and a common area 

blanket easement in Lot 1 of the Coal Creek Station Filing No. 2, legally described in Exhibit A and 

depicted in Exhibit B. Title to the portions of the vacated easements shall vest in the manner 

provided by law.  

 

 Section 4. Further, easements for existing public utilities, if any, shall not be altered or 

amended by virtue of this Ordinance. 

  

 Section 5. The Mayor and City Manager, or either of them, is authorized to execute 

such additional documents as may be necessary to evidence the vacation of the streets, alleys and 

easements herein vacated, including execution of quit claim deeds.  All actions heretofore taken in 

furtherance of the vacation of the streets, alleys and easements are hereby ratified and confirmed. 

 

 Section 6. All other ordinances or portions thereof inconsistent or in conflict with this 

ordinance or any portion hereof are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or conflict. 

 

 Section 7. This vacation of streets, alleys or easements provided for in this ordinance 

shall become effective concurrently with recording of the final plat of Coal Creek Station Filing No. 

4. 

 

 INTRODUCED, READ, PASSED ON FIRST READING, AND ORDERED 

PUBLISHED this _____ day of _______________, 2016. 

 

 

       ______________________________ 

        Robert P. Muckle, Mayor  
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ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 

 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Light | Kelly, P.C. 

City Attorney 

 

 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED ON SECOND AND FINAL READING, this _____ day of 

______________, 2016. 

 

 

       ______________________________ 

        Robert P. Muckle, Mayor  

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
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EXHIBIT A 

Legal Description 

 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT THE UNDERSIGNED BEING THE 

OWNER OF A TRACT OF LAND IN SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 1 SOUTH, RANGE 69 WEST 

OF THE 6
TH

 PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, CITY OF LOUISVILLE, BOULDER COUNTY, STATE 

OF COLORADO, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:  

 

A PART OF THE NE ¼ OF THE NE ¼ OF SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 1 SOUTH, RANGE 69 

WEST OF THE 6
TH

 PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COUNTY OF 

BOULDER, STATE OF COLORADO MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF COAL CREEK STATION FILING NO. 1 

AS RECORDED AT BOOK R53, PAGE 29; THENCE S00º17’50”E ALONG THE WEST LINE 

OF SAID FILING NO. 1, A DISTANCE OF 330.00 FEET; THENCE S89º58’20”E, A 

DISTANCE OF 60.25 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 2 OF COAL CREEK 

STATION FILING NO. 3 AS RECORDED AT RECEPTION NO. 492006; THENCE ALONG 

THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 2 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1 AND 2 OF 

CRYSTAL ESTATES REPLAT A, AS RECORDED AT RECEPTION NO. 1063973, 

S89º58’20”E, A DISTANCE OF 364.75 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY 

LINE OF STATE HIGHWAY 42; THENCE S00º17’50”E ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-

WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 259.99 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH LINE OF THE 

ALLEY LOCATED IN THE ROBERT DIGIACOMO ADDITION AS RECORDED AT BOOK 

5, PAGE 17; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTH LINE AND NORTH LINE EXTENDED 

N89º58’20”W, A DISTANCE OF 754.85 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THAT 

PROPERTY RECORDED AT BOOK 46, PAGE 505; THENCE S00º01’40”W ALONG THE 

WEST LINE OF SAID PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN BOOK 46, PAGE 505, A DISTANCE OF 

184.00 FEET TO THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HARPER STREET; THENCE 

N89º58’20”W ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 39.06 FEET 

TO A POINT ON THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF FRONT STREET; THENCE 

S00º18’00”E ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 16.00 FEET TO 

THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, HUNT-PUSKAS SUBDIVISION AS RECORDED AT 

RECEPTION NO. 483037; THENCE S89º58’20”W ALONG THE NORTH SIDE OF LOT 1, A 

DISTANCE OF 114.35 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THE 

COLORADO AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD; THENCE ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT-OF-

WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING SEVEN (7) COURSES: (1) N08º30’12”W, A DISTANCE OF 

471.84 FEET; (2) N08º28’40”W, A DISTANCE OF 81.59 FEET; (3) N08º52’07”W, A 

DISTANCE OF 79.23 FEET; (4) N09º23’12”W, A DISTANCE OF 43.90 FEET; (5) 

N09º49’41”W, A DISTANCE OF 43.90 FEET; (6) N10º34’58”W, A DISTANCE OF 43.90 FEET; 

(7) N11º44’18”W A DISTANCE OF 15.01 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-

WAY LINE OF SOUTH BOULDER ROAD; THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTH RIGHT-OF-

WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING THREE (3) COURSES: (1) S89º58’20”E, A DISTANCE OF 

285.10 FEET; (2) N00º17’50”W, A DISTANCE OF 20.00 FEET; (3) S89º58’20”E, A DISTANCE 

OF 315.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. CONTAINING 10.70 ACRES MORE OR 

LESS. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 24 

 SERIES 2016 
 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT AND FINAL PLANNED 

UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) FOR AN APPROXIMATE 11 ACRE PARCEL OF THE 

CALEDONIA PLACE AND COAL CREEK STATION SUBDIVISIONS INCLUDING 51 

RESIDENTIAL UNITS AND 29,472 SQUARE FEET OF COMMERCIAL SPACE 

 

 WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Louisville City Council an  
application for approval of a final subdivision plat and final planned unit development 
(PUD) plan for the proposed Coal Creek Station development located in northeast 
Louisville; and,  
 

WHEREAS, the City Staff has reviewed the information submitted and found 
that, subject to conditions, the application complies with the Louisville zoning and 
subdivision regulations and other applicable sections of the Louisville Municipal Code; 
and, 
 

  WHEREAS, after duly noticed public hearing where evidence and testimony was 
entered into the record, including without limitation the findings in the Louisville 
Planning Commission Staff Report dated March 14, 2016, the City of Louisville 
Planning Commission approved a resolution to forward a recommendation of approval, 
with conditions to the City Council; and,  

 

WHEREAS, City Council has reviewed the application, including the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission and finds that said final subdivision plat 
and final planned unit development (PUD) plan should be approved, subject to the 
following conditions: 
   

1. The southernmost alley will be maintained by the HOA. 
2. Satisfy the comments in the Louisville Fire Protection District memo dated 

February 18, 2016 before City Council. 
3. Comply with Public Works comments in April 6, 2016 memo before recordation. 
4. Change the rear setback requirement to 20 feet, with an exception of seven feet 

allowed for the properties adjacent to the realigned alley.  Modify the side 
setback to state the standard is five feet, except zero may be allowed for 
buildings that straddle lot lines. 

5. Limit the number of monument signs to three. 
6. Add a note to the PUD that the residential buildings will comply with the design 

standards and guidelines in section 10 of the MUDDSG to the maximum extent 
practicable. 

7. That applicant assure that the Truck Only entrance off of Highway 42 is designed 
so as to permit adequate access for trucks servicing the existing use at 1655 
Cannon Circle, Louisville, CO. 
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8. Prior to recording of the plat, the subdivider and City shall enter into an 
agreement to effect the change in location of the Cannon Circle right-of-way, 
which shall be in a form acceptable to the City. 

  

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Louisville, Colorado, based on the evidence and testimony presented at the hearings, 
does hereby approve the final subdivision plat and final planned unit development 
(PUD) plan for the Coal Creek Station development in northeast Louisville, subject to 
the conditions set forth above. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 17
th
 day of May, 2016. 

 
 
 
BY:    _______________________________ 
         Robert P. Muckle, Mayor 
         City of Louisville, Colorado 

  
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Carol Hanson, Acting City Clerk 
City of Louisville, Colorado 
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Letter of Request for the Redevelopment of Coal Creek Station - PUD 
Final PUD and Final Subdivision Submittal, Case# 13-007-FP-FS - 1/30/2014  
revised 2/12/2016 
 
 
PROJECT DIRECTION AND GOALS 
It is the intent of this project to become a viable part of the City’s commercial and 
residential community.  The project includes the redevelopment of Coal Creek Station, 
Filing 1, 2, & 3, and the balance of the vacant site. The goal is to redevelop the existing 
commercial along So. Boulder Rd. and State Hwy 42. The success of the commercial 
development is enhanced by shifting Cannon Dr. to the South along SH 42 and creating 
a controlled intersection. To allow for this to happen, the project “Zoning Diagram” has 
been adjusted to support the Final PUD uses, and has been approved by City Council. 
The goal of the residential portion of the site is to extend the existing residential 
neighborhood to the South onto our site. To allow the new residential neighborhood to 
be developed with a more compatible density and character, we need to request a 
density reduction for the MU-R zoning, Section 17.14.060, Table 3, from 12 units to 6.5 
units/ac. We also need to change the use table, Section 17.14.050, Table 1 to allow 
duplexes in the MU-R zone district, which has been approved at the Preliminary Review 
level. This property is an infill site which will add to the existing fabric of the surrounding 
successful business and residential community.  Because this development is located on 
an “Infill Site”, it will be able to provide financial support for the existing services already 
in place, such as roadways, utilities, and police and fire protection, without adding to the 
cost of these supporting systems. 
 
SITE CIRCULATION 
This development will cater to auto-oriented traffic along with pedestrian and bike users 
throughout the site. Bike parking is located at each commercial location. The extension 
of Front St. and re-establishing Frost St. from the original “Caledonia Place” subdivision, 
helps extend the existing residential circulation onto the site. The development is 
organized to keep higher activity users closest to the major roadways, and less active 
users in the residential area. The development will use a Play / Community Garden area 
to buffer the residential activity from the commercial users. It has also been agreed on 
that the pedestrian/bikeway along So. Boulder Rd. be extended to connect to the 
establish pedestrian/bikeway on the East side of Hwy 42. As Cannon Cir. is relocated to 
the South an access will remain for the Fordyce property and will be tied to the new 
Cannon Cir. access. This will remain in place until the Pad Site to the South is developed. 
  
BUILDING CHARACTER 
The commercial buildings on the site shall be in keeping with the surrounding building 
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character with a 1 to 1 1/2 story height. The goal of the single story spaces will be to 
cater to neighborhood retail users. The retail spaces have intentionally been sized to 
promote smaller retail users, which will be more in keeping with a neighborhood setting. 
  
 
The goal of the residential elements of the development will be to extend the existing 
residential neighborhood feel onto our site. We have re-establish Frost Street from the 
original “Caledonia Place” subdivision located on this site. In addition, the “Energy Star” 
standards of construction will be a key to our approach to the quality of the end product. 
The character study provided indicates a reference to the desired roof forms and front 
porch design approach. We are asking for a reduced density for the residential portion of 
the site from 12 units/ac to 6.5 units/ ac. We have also requested to allow “Duplexes” in 
the MU-R zone, Section 17.14.050, Table 1. This allows a more compatible residential 
character for the existing neighborhood to the South, and was approved at the 
Preliminary PUD review.  
 
LANDSCAPE AND SITE PARKING 
The landscape plan has incorporated the existing healthy mature trees on the site, the 
majority of which are on the NW corner. This allows for a great starting point for the park 
like Play/Community Garden area that moves across the site from West to East, providing 
a visual buffer from the residential neighborhood to the commercial/retail area. The 
Play/Community Garden area will be controlled by the homeowners of the residential 
area. 
 
The parking plan provides more parking than required for the residential and commercial 
areas of the development. In addition, we have provided bike parking areas within the 
commercial parking lots to encourage the connection to the bikeway user. 
 
ADDITIONAL WAIVER REQUESTS that were approved at the Preliminary PUD review –  
 

Please provide a waiver for 30% minimum building coverage requirement in the 
CC district for Building D, as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver for 40% minimum building coverage requirement in the 
MU-R district, as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver for the maximum building setback for Building D in the 
CC district from Hwy 42 and Cannon Cir., as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver for the maximum 10’ building setback for the residential 
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buildings in the MU-R district, as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver for the requirement that 70% of the “street facing 
property” include a building in the MU-R district, as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver to the Development Standards and Guidelines for the  CC 
and MU-R district, as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver for the requirement that Building A & B meet the 
minimum lot coverage of 30% in the CC district, as per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a waiver for the parking for building D from 1.25 spaces per 300 
SF. to 1.35 spaces per 300 SF ( adds one more space) in the CC zoning district, as 
per staff’s suggestion. 
 
Please provide a building height waiver from 27’ to 35’ for the RM portion of your 
site which will effect 2 buildings (4 units) in the SW corner of the site, as per staff’s 
suggestion. See * on the plan A0.0 for location. 
 
Please provide a building height waiver from 27’ to 35’ for the MU-R zoning 
portion of your site that is within 50 feet of the RM zoning potion of your site. This 
effects 1 building (2 units) in the SW corner of the site, as per staff’s suggestion. 
See * on the plan A0.0 for location. 
 
 
End of Letter of Request 
 
 

 

108



109



110



111



112



113



114



115



116



117



118



119



120



121



122



123



124



125



126



127



128



129



130



131



132



133



     

 
City of Louisville 

Department of Planning and Building Safety  
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Planning Commission 
Meeting Minutes 

April 14, 2016 
City Hall, Council Chambers 

749 Main Street 
6:30 PM 

 
Call to Order – Pritchard called the meeting to order at 6:30 P.M.  

Roll Call was taken and the following members were present: 

Commission Members Present: Chris Pritchard, Chairman 
Cary Tengler, Vice Chairman 
Ann O’Connell, Secretary 
Steve Brauneis 
Jeff Moline 
Tom Rice 
David Hsu 

Commission Members Absent: None  
Staff Members Present:  Scott Robinson, Planner II 
     Lauren Trice, Planner I 

       Aaron DeJong, Economic Development Director 
 
Approval of Agenda: 
Moline moved and Brauneis seconded a motion to approve the April 14, 2016 agenda. Motion 
passed by voice vote.  
 
Approval of Minutes:  
Hsu mentioned corrections to vote tally from 6-0 to 6-1 for two resolutions. Brauneis moved 
and O’Connell seconded a motion to approve the March 10, 2016 minutes. Motion passed by 
voice vote. 
 
Public Comments: Items not on the Agenda  
None. 
 
Regular Business: 

 Coal Creek Station Final PUD: Resolution No. 08, Series 2016. A resolution 
recommending approval of a final subdivision plat and final planned unit development 
(PUD) to allow for the construction of 51 residential units and 29,242 square feet of 
commercial space on an approximate 11 acre parcel of the Caledonia Place and Coal 
Creek Station subdivisions.  
 Applicant and Representative: BVZ Architects (Gary Brothers) 

 Owner: Coal Creek Station Properties, LLC (Bill Arnold) 

 Case Manager: Scott Robinson, Planner II 

Conflict of Interest and Disclosure: 
None. 
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Public Notice Certification:  
Published in the Boulder Daily Camera on March 27, 2016.  Posted in City Hall, Public Library, 
Recreation Center, and the Courts and Police Building and mailed to surrounding property 
owners and property posted on March 25, 2016. 
 
Staff Report of Facts and Issues: 
Robinson presented from Power Point: 

 BACKGROUND. Located at southwest corner of South Boulder Road and Highway 42. 
It incorporates most of the land but leaves out Union Jack Liquor, Fordyce Auto Center, 
and Louisville Car Wash.  It includes the strip retail buildings, Louisville Cyclery building, 
and all vacant land. Precision Pour coffee shop is excluded because it sits on its own 
small parcel.  

 PROJECT. There are a few changes from the preliminary and mostly complies with what 
was proposed in the preliminary. The residential number and layout stays the same. The 
location of the commercial buildings stays the same. Some of the commercial buildings 
have decreased in size. Buildings A and B have shrunk by 20%. Building C has shrunk 
by 9%. Building D has reduced slightly.  

Commercial Preliminary Final Difference Change 

Building A 8,010 SF 6,430 SF -1,580 SF -20% 

Building B 11,450 SF 8,995 SF -2,455 SF -21% 

Building C 9,575 SF 8,750 SF -825 SF -9% 

Building D 5,300 SF 5,297 SF -3 SF -0.1% 

Residential Units       

Duplex 34 34 0 N/A 

Townhouse 17 17 0 N/A 

 

 ZONING. When the preliminary went through, this property was rezoned in compliance 
with the Highway 42 Revitalization Plan. The property is zoned a mix of commercial 
community (CC), mixed-use residential (MU-R), residential medium density (RM).  The 
proposal complies with the existing zoning as approved three years ago. It was 
preliminary approved in the summer of 2013. The applicant has one year to submit for 
final approval, which the applicants did in January 2014. There were issues to work out. 
It has been almost three years since preliminary approval.  

 PLAT. All residential units are proposed to be on individual lots.   
o Relocated Cannon Circle - The applicant proposes to relocate Cannon Circle 

intersection further south away from Highway 42. CDOT has approved allowance 
for signal. Applicants propose to install a signal. The intersection would be 
designed so it will function for both this property and access for Harney-Lastoka 
property.  

o Truck Only Access - Fordyce Auto Center needs truck access which is currently 
off the existing Cannon Circle. Applicants have worked with the property owner 
and CDOT to come up with a solution that will allow a right-in, right-out truck 
access, signed Truck Access Only. It will not be for customers, just trucks serving 
Fordyce Auto.  

o South Alley Improvement – Applicants propose to improve and pave the alley. It 
currently gets access from Highway 42. It will be closed off at Highway 42 and 
there will be an access onto the new Cannon Circle.  

o Front Street Connection – Issue to be worked out after preliminary is getting 
access to the new Front Street connection. The applicants were unable to work 
out a deal with the property owners so they have redesigned the alley to go 
around it. It would be a private alley for the development. Given the fact that it will 
be closed off on the east side at Highway 42 and private on the west side, the 
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City does not believe it is practical for the City to maintain it. The City is 
requesting that the alley, while still a public alley, be maintained by the HOA 
going forward.  

 PUD. The applicants are requesting 51 residential units, a density of 6.9 units per acre, 
which is less than the minimum required in the MU-R zone district under MUDDSG that 
calls for a density between 12 and 20 units per acre. The applicant is requesting a 
waiver to allow for lower density and fewer units. Staff feels this is appropriate given its 
location, its adjacency to the established Little Italy neighborhood which is of similar 
density, and it is further from the proposed future transit station. It does not have the 
same transit oriented development feel to it and the higher densities do not make as 
much sense here.   

 MU-R Waivers.   Waiver  Required Request 
Lot Coverage 40%  30%         
Front Setback 10 feet  30 feet 
Lot Line  70%  60% 

       Coverage 

 RM Waivers.    Required Requested 
   Minimum 7000 sf 2800 sf 
   lot size   

    Minimum 3500 sf 2800 sf 
    lot area per 
    unit  
    Minimum 60 feet  26 feet 
    lot width 
   
    Setback Required Requested 
    Front  25’  13’ 
    Side  7’  0’ (shared wall) 
        5’ (exterior wall) 
    Rear  25’  20’ 
    lot  35%  50% 
    coverage 

 CC Waivers.   Building D proposed as a drive-through which is allowed. 
   Waiver   Requirement Request 

Lot Coverage  30%  10% 
Hwy 42 setback 60 feet  120 feet 
Cannon Cir setback 30 feet  111 feet 
Parking  22 spaces 23 spaces 

     
    Buildings A & B 

   Waiver   Requirement Request 
Lot Coverage     
Building A  30%  25% 
Building B  30%  25% 

 

 HEIGHT. Townhomes and triplexes proposed for northwest corner will comply with 
height requirements, between two and three stories, 35-45’. 
Duplexes will be a maximum of two stories and maximum height of 35’. Zoning calls for 
minimum of two stories, 35’.  

 SIDEWALK. Sidewalk along South Boulder Road to be widened to 8’. Green space 
provided as a buffer between the commercial area and residential area. A series of 
sidewalks and trails will connect through the development. There are no bike lanes or 
dedicated bike trails proposed. This is an extension of the Downtown Old Town feel.  
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 URBAN FORM.  Buildings comply with MUDDSG for commercial buildings. For 
residential, there are no specific designs for standard single family attached dwelling 
units such as duplexes or triplexes. Floor elevations are not required in a PUD. Staff is 
comfortable with what is proposed. They are compatible with the neighborhood and 
compatible with the design standards. 

 SIGNAGE. The building signs in the commercial comply with the CDDSG. The proposal 
calls for entry monument signs, two signs at each of three entrances off South Boulder 
Road and Highway 42. Standards call for one monument sign per entrance. Staff 
recommends only one entry monument sign be allowed at each entrance instead of two. 
The sign design is compatible with the standards.  

 WAIVERS SUMMARY.  
o Decreased residential density in the MU-R district 
o Decreased minimum lot coverage in the MU-R district 
o Increased maximum front setback in the MU-R district 
o Decreased minimum front lot line coverage in the MU-R district 
o Decreased minimum lot size, lot area per unit, and lot width in the RM district 
o Decreased minimum setbacks in the RM district 
o Increased maximum lot coverage in the RM district 
o Decreased minimum lot coverage for Buildings A, B, and D in the CC district 
o Increased maximum setbacks for Building D in the CC district 
o Increased maximum parking allowance for Building D in the CC district 
o Decreased minimum height and story requirements in both MU-R and CC 

districts 
 
Staff Recommendations: 
Staff recommends Planning Commission move to approve Resolution No. 08, Series 2016, 
recommending approval of the final plat and final PUD with the following conditions: 

1. The southernmost alley will be maintained by the HOA. 
2. Satisfy the comments in the Louisville Fire Protection District memo dated February 18, 

2016 before City Council. 
3. Comply with Public Works comments in April 6, 2016 memo before recordation. 
4. Change the rear setback requirement to 20 feet, with an exception of seven feet allowed 

for the properties adjacent to the realigned alley. Modify the side setback to state the 
standard is five feet, except zero may be allowed for buildings that straddle lot lines. 

5. Limit the number of monument signs to three. 
6. Add a note to the PUD that the residential buildings will comply with the design 

standards and guidelines in section 10 of the MUDDSG to the maximum extent 
practicable. 

  
Commission Questions of Staff:  
Hsu asks about BVSD assessment. Was that done with the preliminary? 
Robinson says with the preliminary, Staff sent it to BVSD who sent a letter back saying they 
can serve it. At the time, it was rezoned and is now zoned residential. The applicant is not 
requesting any increase in the number of units. If there is no increase in residential over what 
was allowed, we do not re-refer it to BVSD at final. With more interest and concern about 
schools, if this had been resubmitted, we would have re-referred it. I have traded emails with 
Glen Segrue from BVSD this week and he did not bring up any additional concerns about this 
proposal.  
Rice says what is being proposed here is considerably less dense than what would have been 
allowed.  
Robinson says yes, the minimum density in the zoning is 12 units per acre and the maximum is 
20 units per acre. This proposal is coming in at 7 units an acre. 
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Rice says they are a little more than half of what the minimum is. The same is true for the 
commercial space. 
Robinson says yes, because of the lot coverage waivers and because they are only doing one 
story instead of two stories, the commercial square footage is less. 
Rice says top to bottom, the whole development is far less dense than would have been 
allowed. In some instances, it is asking to go below what the minimum is. Those who would 
suggest that we only approve high density projects might take a look at this one.  
Tengler says relative to the question Rice just asked, we usually don’t see requests to put more 
parking in. We are typically dealing with the opposite side of the spectrum; we want more 
density and fewer parking spaces. What are the over-riding considerations when you are 
looking at reductions? What is the impact to the overall City Plan when that happens?  
Robinson says the intent of the MUDDSG and the zoning for the Highway 42 revitalization area 
was to create a dense mixed-use environment. This is what has been approved in the core area 
with DELO. This further north development somewhat disconnected from DELO is much closer 
to major arterials of South Boulder Road and Highway 42. It makes sense that this is more auto-
oriented than DELO and the lower density is more compatible with the Little Italy neighborhood. 
When we put in the maximum standards, it was intended to be part of the dense mixed-use 
neighborhood. Now that its visitors will be coming from the major arterials, allowing a little extra 
parking makes sense. We look at the location and the surrounding development to see if it 
makes sense here. We put these blanket rules in place. The reason we have the PUD process 
is to address these specific concerns of “does this proposal make sense in this location?” Do 
these waivers make sense? Since we have worked on this proposal for over three years, given 
its location, the proposal makes sense. 
Brauneis asks about truck only access. It appears to be a really creative solution to an issue 
that didn’t have any other options. It strikes me as odd. I’m not aware of any other situation like 
this. Are there any concerns surrounding it? 
Robinson says we worked this through with our Public Works department and with CDOT.  
CDOT wanted to move the signal south to get more spacing from the existing signal at South 
Boulder Road and to line it up with the Harney-Lastoka entrance. There are existing properties 
that need to be served, so the truck only access is a creative solution to serve the Fordyce 
property and get the signal in the location we want it. It is not the ideal solution but it is the best 
one we have at this point.  
Brauneis asks about the sixth condition. Why would we have to do something like this at this 
point in time? Why can’t we be reassured that we will get what we think we’re looking for? 
Robinson says generally, when we get a PUD for a single family development, we may get a 
cut sheet with some concept drawings of what the houses will look like. We don’t get elevations 
for residential. We see four-sided elevations with commercial developments. We are not asking 
for a detailed elevation for residential because it is not our normal operation. We want to put this 
note in the PUD so we are sure that as we review the building permits, if and when other 
adjacent properties develop in the future, and when people want to make changes to their 
houses and duplexes, we have this note that directs us to look at these standards and make 
sure, if applicable, we are applying these standards. The design standards are intended for 
multifamily residential buildings such as DELO. A lot of the design standards don’t make sense 
for a duplex.  
Brauneis says when we talk about compatibility with Little Italy, to me compatibility means 
variability. My hunch is we are never going to get that out of this, even with an application of the 
guidelines. I wonder if there is enough there to insure we get a product that feels the way we 
want it to feel.  
Robinson says given the concept drawings included in the PUD, and the standards in the 
MUDDSG, it is a new development and they will be built at the same time. There will not be the 
eclectic nature you get in Old Town and Little Italy. 
 
Applicant Presentation:  
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Gary Brothers, BVZ Architects, 3445 Penrose Place, Boulder, CO 
The owners, Bill Arnold and Wade Arnold, are here with us. I want to thank Scott for his 
presentation because it was very well done. I want to thank the Planning Staff for helping us 
move this project forward. We bumped up to several issues through the process, none being 
any tougher than dealing with the railroad right-a-ways that run down the alley that were 
negotiated. Our goal is to continue to provide a positive extension of the existing neighborhood 
onto our site, and to create a viable addition to the community in the commercial and residential 
areas. I want to talk a little bit about the number of waivers we have asked for, not them 
specifically but in general. The waiver process allows us to fine-tune this project so that it slips 
in between what the design guidelines allows us to do, and for us to be able to horseshoe the 
residential project into the Little Italy and community to the south. Most of our waivers are in 
reduction of requirements. The parking increase on the commercial property is one space. We 
laid out the parking to try and maximize it and still allow for berming of the site where we had 
any kind of headlight exposure to the neighborhoods. It has a pretty significant amount of 
berming between the community residential area and that commercial piece. With the location 
of that site, we don’t get the advantage of bleed over parking from other activities not filled 
during the day. This commercial activity is really a stand-alone site and other parking in different 
off hours would be able to fulfill any needs for the restaurant activity just isn’t there. These are 
the items I want to address.  
 
Commission Questions of Applicant: 
Moline asks how would you explain to the community the density reductions and waivers.  
Brothers says if we use the density, even the minimum of the density required, you would be 
adding the same percentage of units along the front or for the areas of the units that are larger. 
You’d essentially go to more of a rowhouse look where you have four or five connected 
together. It really creates a wall against the north of the property. The neighbors have been 
great and at every contact with them, they are surprised we are asking for reduced density. 
They support it wholeheartedly. We are able to make this development work because of the 
history with the land and the economy of the land over time. We don’t need to maximize the site 
to make it financially viable.  
Rice asks about the six conditions that are being recommended by Staff. Are those all 
acceptable to you? 
Brothers says I have reviewed the sixth condition to see what we would have to do to comply.  
That is our intention. We want to bring the porches to the front of the house and have balconies 
and dormers to delineate the house fronts. The advantage of a duplex development is that you 
get more of a finished feel on all sides of the houses as you move through with spaces in 
between. A lot of the requirements on the sixth condition is you break up the faces of the units. 
A lot of those requirements don’t apply to us because they start kicking in when you have ten 
units in a row. We only have two.  
Hsu asks about Building A and Building B having one story in the commercial area. Why are 
they only one story and not two stories? 
Brothers says the owner comes from a history of commercial real estate operation. His 
evaluation is that he’s willing to put a one story building on the site and eliminate the office 
function that would typically be found above it. I think that approach for this site may be currently 
maturing, given what has happened in the area. At the time we started this and laid out the 
concept, it really wasn’t economically something the owner wanted. We are not looking to 
maximize the square footage of the sites. 
 
Public Comment: 
Danna Hinz, 1030 East South Boulder Road, Louisville, CO  
I have two requests. The two concerns I have are our little building had two parking spots in the 
original plants. I have noticed those are gone now. There is no utility easement. Currently, my 
utilities are hooked to the blue building and there is no utility easement under the ditch for us to 
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get new utilities. I want to make sure we are not forgotten about when the utilities go in. I don’t 
want the coffee shop and my tenant cut off.  
Robinson says the parking spots are included. There is a note on the plans that says “provide 
reserved parking signage for northwest building.” Danna and I spoke earlier this week and we 
will insure they are able to get their utilities. The detail to be worked out is where the utilities will 
go.  
Moline says when I look at the plat, it is unclear to me that your property is not considered part 
of the rest of this. Can you discuss that? 
Hinz says we just own the building; we don’t own the land around it. I’m a little owner. I am not 
financially involved with what they are doing. 
Robinson says the building exists on the land under the building. It is separate ownership and 
is not included in this proposal. 
 
Doug Harper, 1160 South Boulder Road, Louisville, CO 
I am the owner of Union Jack Liquor. I want to thank Bill and Wade because this development 
has been a long time coming. The field really needs some work. The one question I have is 
about the access from the building they will build on South Boulder Road. We have access to 
Cannon Circle and have had since the development of our building. Can I get some clarification 
if that access will be maintained on the east side?  
Robinson says the access is shown on the PUD connecting to the Union Jack property. There 
is a note that says “allow for access”.  
 
Gordon Fordyce, Fordyce Auto Center, 1655 Cannon Circle, Louisville, CO 
I own Fordyce Auto Center. I spoke with the Fire Marshall about Cannon Circle and asked if it 
would be narrowed or maintain the same width. He said it would be the same width. Is it being 
narrowed? I want to ask about the truck-only access. At the last meeting, I asked about it and 
then we had another meeting away from the group. They assured me it was more token than 
legitimately “trucks only”. After 26 years of traffic history, everybody will be breaking that 
violation. I asked who would monitor it, and they said it was the City’s jurisdiction and criteria to 
monitor it. I am asking again if these are the same conditions. Will it be tongue and cheek? Is it 
there for the state’s liability or an actual sign to keep cars off that site? 
Robinson says it will be signed Truck Access Only. We will not have the police sitting out there. 
We hope that people will obey traffic direction. We have worked with Public Works and CDOT 
and they are all comfortable with this. It is not the ideal solution but it is the best one we have 
right now.  
Brauneis asks Robinson to describe CDOT’s perspective on it. What is it about this little sign 
that makes it legal? 
Robinson says CDOT’s goal is generally to reduce the number of accesses on their highways 
(number of curb cuts). This is actually increasing it. Currently, Cannon Circle has one access, 
and the Trucks Only will increase it to two. To the extent possible, they want to limit the number 
of cars going in and out of the old access. They are comfortable with the sign and it will meet 
their standards. The goal of the sign is to encourage cars to use the signalized intersection 
instead of this access.  
Tengler asks if the sign is meant to be a suggestion as opposed to a restriction. Is it a ticket-
able offense?  
Robinson says I don’t know the details of traffic law, but it will be a traffic control sign. I don’t 
know what the penalty would be for violating it.  
Pritchard says the curb cut is there and we are going to allow truck traffic. I understand your 
point because the Fordyce business has been there as long as I have lived in this community. 
How do you break a habit after 26 years? Are we setting ourselves up for an enforcement issue 
that is not our strong suit? Other than wanting to minimize car traffic, is there any reason to 
have it as a right-in and a right-out?  
Robinson says I think to get CDOT’s blessing, we need the sign.  
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Fordyce says my understanding from the last meeting is the sign is for the purpose of liability 
for the State. If there is an accident there, they can stand on the law saying you shouldn’t have. 
I didn’t get an impression that it would be an issue of cars coming in and out. I understand they 
don’t want more than we have had in past history. I think exit would probably be easier from the 
stop sign than through the other exit points because you don’t worry about staging yourself 
through the traffic. I am asking if the City understands that there will be cars coming in and out. 
We can tell them that the exit plan is fine. If the City is as comfortable with this understanding as 
I am, it is doable. I do need to know about the narrowing because we have semi-trucks coming 
in and out to deliver our cargo. If you narrow it, you have caused a problem. You are trying to 
get a semi in a narrower street than it is meant for, and the traffic will be more dangerous.  
Robinson says the width of the current road is about 35’ curb to curb. The proposed access 
would be about 25’ curb to curb, a reduction of 10’. The applicant has done turning templates. 
We can ask the applicant if they have any concerns about trucks being able to make the turn.  
Fordyce says I am congenial to go forward with this with my understanding from the Fire 
Department. If you are taking 10’ off and you have a 52’ semi coming in, you are asking for 
congestion. I know the Fire Marshall wants to keep it for Fire Department access. I cannot 
speak for him other than what I was told from him.  It is in your hands.  
Pritchard asks regarding follow-up we expected from the Fire Department, did they talk about 
limitations and mobility of their rigs getting through that area? I want to confirm it. I can see 
some logistical problems when you are taking 10’ off with these rigs. I have to agree with Mr. 
Fordyce in regard to it.  
Robinson says there were a couple areas where they wanted more information from the turning 
templates. I don’t think this was one of them. The other issue was where the fire hydrants were 
located. There doesn’t appear to be anything specific about it in the notes from the Fire 
Department.  
Pritchard says we may want to make a notation on it.  
Fordyce says after the reduced entry, the width is back to 35’. Whether it is parking lot or 
something else, you still have the same width. I don’t see the advantage in narrowing it. What 
are they losing by the 10’?  
Robinson says it would take out some of their storm detention area. There is drainage and 
detention between Highway 42 and the parking lot. If you move the curb 10’ to the south, you 
lose 10’ of that drainage area.  
Fordyce asks how much of a berm do they need. I don’t know the City’s criteria for building 
these things.  
Pritchard says we now know the concern. Let’s go back to Staff and then listen to the applicant 
who can address it.  
 
Michael Menaker, 1827 West Choke Cherry Drive, Louisville, CO 
I have been sitting in this chamber on a regular basis for over a decade, and only Mr. Pritchard, 
Bob Tofte, and I have been doing this long enough to remember when the MUDDSG was 
drafted. We have worked on this project as a City for over 15 years. It is wonderful to see it 
come to fruition. In all the meetings I have sat through in this Chamber, I have never seen a 
project come forward that was less dense, lower, smaller, had more green space, increased 
commercial, added new retail, and provided better access than the Code required. It is unique 
and commendable. I know there are people in the community that don’t want to see another 
home built ever anywhere. I get that. But people have property rights too. Given the situation  
we are in, I think the Arnolds should be commended. We are adding 51 units that can’t be 150 
people the way these are configured in a town of 20,000 people. The design is good, the 
benefits to the City are huge, and I couldn’t be in more support of this project. The business 
neighbors are satisfied. A couple of comments about comments. Regarding condition #6, I 
would say to Commissioner Brauneis that it is a provision to allow common sense to prevail. 
That is a small town value. What we are talking about is legislating taste. We have people who 
know the Code and the Arnold family has been working on this project literally for 15 years. I 
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think we can let reasonable people come to reasonable solutions, and be comfortable that 
everybody knows what is at stake here. We will be happy with the outcome. As an aside, we get 
hate mail all the time. When new stuff goes into old neighborhoods, we actually get the 
appearance of things being built over a wide variety of time. It doesn’t matter what you do, 
somebody not going to be happy. The one story commercial interestingly enough matches what 
is directly across the street next to Alfalfa’s, so it is compatible with the street scape. If memory 
serves me, it is the preferred design that came out of the architectural surveys that were part of 
the South Boulder Road Small Area Plan. It is not always economically viable to do a one story 
commercial building. In this case, we have an opportunity where community desires and 
commercial reality align, so it is to be reinforced and commended, not discouraged. Finally, as 
always, I am generally in favor of experimenting with sign code which no one likes, and I would 
encourage you to have discussion and consider allowing the additional monument signs that 
have been reduced in the staff report. I get where staff is coming from, and code is code. But 
nobody really thinks the code works particularly well either. When it comes to commercial 
signage, in an area that has an opportunity to add real vitality commercially to the area, I would 
suggest that you consider at least allowing the applicant’s request for a sign variance and 
allowing double monuments at the entrance and provide visibility in both directions on a pretty 
busy and divided wide street. I urge you to support this and look forward to seeing it go forward 
with your unanimous approval to City Council.  
Robert Tofte, 1417 Courtesy Road, Louisville, CO 
I am a member of the Revitalization Commission and as such, I am thrilled to see this 
development move forward. I also live about one block south of this development. My only 
concern is in the Little Italy neighborhood, there are about 30 houses. You do not have the 
ability to turn north at Griffith Street if the Highway 42 plan moves forward. To get north from 
Little Italy and from parts of DELO (such as the townhouses that face Griffith Street), you have 
to cross the railroad tracks at Griffith and go in front of the middle school on Main Street to 
South Boulder Road, or you go south on Main Street to Pine Street to Highway 42. I think we 
need to look at the traffic that will be generated, not just from the development, but also the 
developments to the south of Coal Creek Station. I read in the presentation literature that the 
bicycle access and foot traffic access would be able to happen on a quiet street, but we are 
concerned with north-south connectivity to Downtown from Steel Ranch and anything farther 
north. We are waiting for the underpass which may or may not happen. We need to make sure 
there is as much connectivity across South Boulder Road as we can get.  
 
Summary and request by Staff and Applicant:  
Robinson says Staff is comfortable with the design of the access and thinks the overall 
development is compatible with the neighborhood and the waivers are appropriate. Staff 
recommends the Planning Commission approve Coal Creek Station, Resolution 08, Series 
2016, with the six conditions noted in the Staff Report.  
 
Brothers says there are two issues. One is the issue that the Fire Department wanted us to 
clarify where their turning radius is. We have identified specifically their large truck traffic, how 
they clear, and how they use the streets. We gave them a turning radius template. There was 
some misunderstanding of some of the width of the template. We have since talked to the Fire 
Marshall and we are meeting with him to make sure that all of the access points he wants are 
addressed on the plans. He was concerned about the ends of the trucks and the wheel traffic, 
and whether the ends of the trucks would track the way he would like them to track. We are 
working with him to make sure we meet all of his requirements. Right now, we are not aware 
there is anything that needs to be adjusted on the plan. The throat of the turn being discussed, 
where the existing street width is, was “neck down” as per CDOT’s suggestion of how wide they 
wanted that street to be. The street present right now is set up for parking on both sides. When 
you neck the street down to the 25’, you are essentially eliminating parking on one side. When 
Fordyce brings a semi in currently, they go over and clear the street because they have control 
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over all the cars on that street. They have easy access to that. What we have now is that we 
have eliminated parking on the north side of that site so that Fordyce can actually drive his 
trucks from that driveway to the south, and get a line to back into the lot. It makes it a lot easier 
than what it is there right now. Currently, he has to pull straight into the street and then get his 
trailer jacked into his drive. We have made it easier for truck traffic itself as far as the alignment 
goes. I will work with the owner there so we can template it for him. He can show his drivers 
coming in what it best works.  
 
Closed Public Hearing and discussion by Commission:  
Hsu says thanks to Staff and the Applicant for the presentations. I have not been doing this very 
long, but I am surprised to see things come in with lower density and shorter than normal. That 
seems to go with the general feel of the community and granting waivers for that issue does not 
seem to be a big deal. I am concerned about the reduction in the street. I am not sure who the 
appropriate person or body is who can give us more direction on this. Is the Fire Department the 
right body since we are talking about semis and their fire engines. CDOT seems to be 
concerned about other issues not related to access. I don’t know if Public Works is the right 
body or perhaps Mr. Fordyce can work it out with the applicant. I feel like I need a little more 
information on whether 25’ versus 35’ is indeed a real issue.  
Rice says I am in support of the proposal. I am impressed with the overall design and I think it is 
very well conceived. I am happy with the way it transitions from the existing residential area to 
the south. I think we have medium to low density housing just to the north that then transitions 
into commercial. For those few people who pay attention to what happens in these proceedings, 
they know that I am the one who usually is concerned about having too much density of 
residential. I am very pleased with this and it is a great design. Mr. Menaker’s comments that 
he is surprised because he has not seen anything like this with reductions, I think this is terrific. 
You should be applauded for this. Chairman Pritchard, in regard to this truck access issue, can 
we fashion a condition to assure that Mr. Fordyce will have adequate access with his trucks 
and to make sure that the design of that road facilitates it? We don’t want to hold up the project, 
but we want to make sure that the current use can continue to occur.  
Pritchard asks Rice to work on some verbiage on that?  
O’Connell says I am in favor of the project. I think it is well thought through and the exceptions 
that have been requested seem appropriate for the design and location. We had some thoughts 
on condition #6. I was trying to think through a different way of wording it, and I think it is the 
best we will get. I can’t think of anything else to do with it. I live in a duplex and I am excited to 
see that this is being brought further into Louisville. There are very few duplexes anywhere and 
for us, it has worked as a fantastic living arrangement. I would be in favor of a condition 
regarding working this out for Fordyce. 
Tengler says I agree 100% with everything Ann said. I want to thank the Arnolds for having 
shown such restraint in this, and not pushing the boundaries as much as we see in some other 
projects.  
Brauneis says when we look at the big picture of what it is, boundary to boundary and 
adjacencies, it is a great project. There is a time when we need to discuss the minutia and we 
look at any number of issues. I am comfortable with this as is.  
Moline says I am in support for many of the reasons people have already stated. I think what 
impresses me the most is the way you have interacted with your neighbors on a number of 
different sides and way that your proposal responds to the streets, the neighbors to the south, to 
Comp Plan, and to the South Boulder Road Small Area Plan. I am encouraged by that. My 
suggestion on the condition for the road width is to see if there is a way we could shoehorn 
something and add it on to the third condition. From my perspective, I think the Public Works 
Department is the appropriate department to work this out with the applicant and other people.  
Pritchard says I am in support of this project. I look at the conditions and some of them are just 
housekeeping. I am pleased with the waivers because they work to the benefit of the community 
as a collective whole. It makes it a better project. There is one issue that we did not talk about 
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and that would be the question of the monument signage. The rules are what they are, so many 
monument signs based upon your entrance. I have not heard a compelling argument to change 
that. The applicant is aware of it. I want to make sure we are comfortable with condition #5. We 
will be looking at a 7th condition added in regard to the turning issue for semis going into the 
Fordyce property. I support this.  
 
Motion made by O’Connell to approve Coal Creek Station Final PUD: Resolution No. 08, 
Series 2016. A resolution recommending approval of a final subdivision plat and final planned 
unit development (PUD) to allow for the construction of 51 residential units and 29,242 square 
feet of commercial space on an approximate 11 acre parcel of the Caledonia Place and Coal 
Creek Station subdivisions.  

1. The southernmost alley will be maintained by the HOA. 
2. Satisfy the comments in the Louisville Fire Protection District memo dated February 18, 

2016 before City Council. 
3. Comply with Public Works comments in April 7, 2016 memo before recordation. 
4. Change the rear setback requirement to 20 feet, with an exception of seven feet allowed 

for the properties adjacent to the realigned alley.  Modify the side setback to state the 
standard is five feet, except zero may be allowed for buildings that straddle lot lines. 

5. Limit the number of monument signs to three. 
6. Add a note to the PUD that the residential buildings will comply with the design 

standards and guidelines in section 10 of the MUDDSG to the maximum extent 
practicable. 

7. That applicant assure that the Truck Only entrance off of Highway 42 is designed so as 
to permit adequate access for trucks servicing the existing use at 1655 Cannon Circle, 
Louisville, CO. 

 
Seconded by Brauneis. Roll call vote.  
 

Name  Vote 

  

Chris Pritchard Yes 

Cary Tengler Yes 

Ann O’Connell Yes 

Jeff Moline   Yes 

Steve Brauneis Yes 

Tom Rice  Yes 

David Hsu Yes 

Motion passed/failed:  Pass 

 

Motion passes 7-0.  
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Coal Creek Station fiscal model assumptions
Duplex/Triplex 1.26 Persons Per Unit 20 Lin. Ft. Lot Width 51 Units
Market Value: $362,500 Per Unit 5.81 Vehicle Trips 50% Adj. Factor
Construction Value $280,000 Per Unit $90,000 HH Income 35% on Taxables Items

Retail 110.32 Vehicle Trips 28% Adj. Factor 29,472 Sq. Ft.
Market Value: $200 Per Sq. Ft. Construction Value: $130 Per Sq. Ft.
Employment Density: 3.33 Per 1,000 Sq. Ft. $250 Sales Per Sq. Ft.
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City Council – Public Hearing

Coal Creek Station
Final Plat and Final PUD
Ordinance No. 1719, Series 2016; Resolution No. 24,  Series 
2016

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE VACATION OF CERTAIN STREETS, ALLEYS 
AND SIDEWALK, ACCESS, AND OTHER EASEMENTS WITHIN THE PLATS OF 
CALEDONIA PLACE, THE ROBERT DIGIACOMO ADDITION TO THE TOWN OF 
LOUISVILLE, COLORADO, COAL CREEK STATION FILING NO. 1 AND COAL 
CREEK STATION FILING NO. 2 IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE – 1ST Reading

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT AND FINAL PLANNED 
UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) FOR AN APPROXIMATE 11 ACRE PARCEL OF THE 
CALEDONIA PLACE AND COAL CREEK STATION SUBDIVISIONS.  THE INTENT 
OF THE REQUEST IS TO DEVELOP THE PROPERTY WITH 51 RESIDENTIAL 
UNITS AND 29,472 SQUARE FEET OF COMMERCIAL SPACE – Continue to 
05/17/2016

Prepared by:

Dept. of Planning & Building Safety

Coal Creek Station – Background

South Boulder Rd

H
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Coal Creek Station ‐ Project

Commercial Preliminary Final Difference Change
Building A 8,010 SF 6,430 SF ‐1,580 SF ‐20%
Building B 11,450 SF 8,995 SF ‐2,455 SF ‐21%
Building C 9,575 SF 8,750 SF ‐825 SF ‐9%
Building D 5,300 SF 5,297 SF ‐3 SF ‐0.1%
Residential Units
Duplex 34 34 0 N/A
Townhouse 17 17 0 N/A

Coal Creek Station ‐ Zoning
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Coal Creek Station – Plat

Coal Creek Station – Plat

Relocated 
Cannon 
Circle
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Coal Creek Station – Plat

Relocated 
Cannon 
Circle

Truck 
Only 
Access

Coal Creek Station – Plat

Relocated 
Cannon 
Circle

Truck 
Only 
Access

South 
Alley

Relocated
Access
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Coal Creek Station – PUD

Residential 
Density 
6.9 
Units/Acre

Coal Creek Station – PUD

Waiver Required Request
Lot 
coverage

40% 30%

Front 
Setback

10 feet 30 feet

Lot line 
coverage

70% 60%

MU-R Waivers
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Coal Creek Station – PUD

RM Waivers
Required Requested

Minimum 
lot size

7000 sq ft 2,800 sq ft

Minimum 
lot are per 
unit

3,500 sq ft 2,800 sq ft

Minimum 
lot width

60 ft 26 ft

Setback Required Requested
Front 25’ 13’
Side 7’ 0’ (shared

wall)
5’ (exterior
wall)

Rear 25’ 20’
Lot
Coverage

35% 50%

Coal Creek Station – PUD

CC Waivers
(Bldg D)

Waiver Requirement Request
Lot Coverage 30% 10%
Hwy 42 setback 60 feet 120 feet
Cannon Cir setback 30 feet 111 feet
Parking 22 spaces 23 spaces

Building D
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Coal Creek Station – PUD

CC Waivers
(Bldgs A & B)

Waiver Requirement Request
Lot Coverage
Building A 30 % 25 %
Building B 30 % 25 %

Building A

Building B

Coal Creek Station – PUD

1 Story
35’ Max

2 Stories
35’ Max

3 Stories
45’ Max

Required 
Minimum:
2 Stories, 
35 Feet
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Coal Creek Station – PUD
8’ Walk

Coal Creek Station – Urban Form
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Coal Creek Station – Urban Form

Coal Creek Station – Signage
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Waivers
• Decreased residential density in the MU-R district
• Decreased minimum lot coverage in the MU-R district
• Increased maximum front setback in the MU-R district
• Decreased minimum front lot line coverage in the MU-R district
• Decreased minimum lot size, lot area per unit, and lot width in the RM 

district
• Decreased minimum setbacks in the RM district
• Increased maximum lot coverage in the RM district
• Decreased minimum lot coverage for Buildings A, B, and D in the CC 

district
• Increased maximum setbacks for Building D in the CC district
• Increased maximum parking allowance for Building D in the CC district
• Decreased minimum height and story requirements in both MU-R and 

CC districts

Coal Creek Station ‐Waivers

Staff recommends approving the final plat and final PUD with the following 
conditions:

1. The southernmost alley will be maintained by the HOA.
2. Satisfy the comments in the Louisville Fire Protection District memo 

dated February 18, 2016 before City Council.
3. Comply with Public Works comments in April 6, 2016 memo before 

recordation.
4. Change the rear setback requirement to 20 feet, with an exception of 

seven feet allowed for the properties adjacent to the realigned alley.  
Modify the side setback to state the standard is five feet, except zero 
may be allowed for buildings that straddle lot lines.

5. Limit the number of monument signs to three.
6. Add a note to the PUD that the residential buildings will comply with the 

design standards and guidelines in section 10 of the MUDDSG to the 
maximum extent practicable.

Coal Creek Station ‐ Recommendation

155


	3
	5a
	0414 Handtype 94402 CDE
	0421 Handtype 94482 CDE
	0503 Warrant 94538 CDE

	5b
	5c
	5d
	5e
	5f
	2016 05 03 SCWTP HZ Pump Station Design 01.pdf
	AN AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE AND HATCH MOTT MACDONALD
	2.0       RECITALS AND PURPOSE
	3.0       SCOPE OF SERVICES
	4.0      COMPENSATION
	5.0       PROJECT REPRESENTATION
	6.0       TERM
	7.0      INSURANCE
	8.0       INDEMNIFICATION
	9.0      QUALITY OF WORK
	10.0    INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR
	11.0     ASSIGNMENT
	12.0    DEFAULT
	13.0    TERMINATION
	14.0    INSPECTION AND AUDIT
	15.0     DOCUMENTS
	16.0     ENFORCEMENT
	17.0     COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS; WORK BY ILLEGAL ALIENS PROHIBITED
	18.0     INTEGRATION AND AMENDMENT
	19.0     NOTICES
	20.0 EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
	Exhibit A
	Pre-Contract Certification in Compliance with C.R.S. Section 8-17.5-102(1)
	Exhibit B – Scope of Services
	{Inserted Scope of Services}
	Ex B - HMM SCOPE.pdf
	WORK PLAN
	1) Preliminary Design (30%)
	2) Design
	3) Construction Administration



	8a
	8b
	8c
	2016 05 03 Coal Creek Station 03.pdf
	03b.landuseapp with info-final
	03c.Coal Creek Station - Letter of Request

	2016 05 03 Coal Creek Station 06.pdf
	03g.Fire memo
	03h.ccs access plan
	03i.ccs utility plan

	2016 05 03 Coal Creek Station 09.pdf
	Sheet1





